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Highlights 


34595  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Safety  NRC  proposes 
requirements  for  implementation  of  approved 
Quality  Assurance  Program  and  reporting  of 
changes. 

34627  Petroleum  Price  Regulations  DOE/ERA  issues 
Crude  Oil  Price  Schedule  No.  23. 

34558  Energy  DOE  adopts  rule  on  disputes  clause  in 
sales  contracts. 

34758  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Interior/BLM  gives  notice 
to  public  of  oil  and  gas  lease  Sale  No.  56,  Offshore 
the  South  Atlantic  States.  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

34600  Postal  Service  PS  proposes  regulations  on 

preparation  requirements  for  third-class  5-digit  ZIP 
code  presorted  mail. 

34564  Highway  Safety  DOT/FHWA  responds  to 

requests  for  interpretations  of  Manual  on  Uniform 
Traffic  Control  Devices. 

34567  Income  Tax  Treasury/IRS  provides  final 
regulations  on  imputed  interest  rates. 

34753  Securities  Treasury/Sec’y  announces  interest  rate 
on  Treasury  Bonds  of  2001. 
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34598  Meat  Imports  Treasury/Customs  proposes  to 

require  certification  by  exporting  officials  that  fresh, 
chilled,  or  frozen  beef  meets  USDA’s  specifications 
for  high  quality  beef. 

34574  Armed  Forces  DOD/Sec’y  revises  policy  for 

Discharge  Review  Boards  to  review  certain  former 
reservists  in  “inactive”  status  discharges  for 
possible  upgrading. 

34616  Trigger  Prices— Steel  Imports  Commerce/ITA 
publishes  monitoring  of  specialty  steel  imports 
quarterly  review. 

34619  Imports  CITA  establishes  new  export  visa 

requirement  for  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textiles  and  apparel  exported  from  the  Dominican 
Republic. 

34613-  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  initiates 

34615  investigation  to  determine  whether  imports  of 
certain  steel  wire  nails  from  Japan,  Korea,  and 
Yugoslavia  are  imported  at  less  than  fair  value.  (3 
documents) 

34598  Aircraft  DOT/FAA  reopens  comment  period  on 
Air  Line  Pilots  Association  petition  on  water 
survival, 

34776  Grant  Programs— Patented  Research  OMB/ 
FPPO  provides  bulletin  on  inventions  by  small 
business  firms,  non-profit  organizations  and 
universities.  (Part  III  of  this  issue) 

34784  Surface  Coal  Mining  Interior/SMREO  proposes 
changes  to  effluent  limitations  and  sedimentation 
pond  design  criteria.  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) 


34755  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


34758  Part  II,  Interior/BLM 
34776  Part  III,  OAMB/FPPO 
34784  Part  IV,  Interior/OSM 
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Administrative  Conference  of  United  States 

34578 

Maine 

NOTICES 

34579 

Oregon 

Meetings: 

34575 

South  Carolina 

34611 

Agency  Organization  and  Personnel  Committee 

34575 

Washington 

Agency  for  International  Development 

34574 

Regattas  and  marine  parades;  safety  of  life: 

Columbia  River,  Wash.;  Columbia  Cup  Unlimited 

34727 

NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

Casteel,  Phillip;  contracting  officer  for  Southern 

34579 

Hydroplane  Race 

Vessel  traffic  management: 

Price  William  Sound  vessel  traffic  service 

Italy  Earthquake  Reconstruction  Program 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

34600 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Drawbridge  operations: 

New  Jersey 

34557 

RULES 

Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Commerce  Department 

34557 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

See  Foreign  Trade  Zones  Board;  International 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Forest  Service. 

Antitrust  Division 

NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 

34755 

Trade  Administration;  National 

Telecommunications  and  Information 

Administration. 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

34727 

consent  judgments: 

Association  of  Ship  Brokers  &  Agents  (U.S.A.), 

Comptroller  of  Currency 

Inc.,  et  al. 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

34753 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Fair  housing  lending  enforcement  program 

34733 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Arts  and  Humanities,  Presidential  Task  Force 

Conservation  and  Renewable  Energy,  Office  of 

Assistant  Secretary 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 

Committee  for  Purchase  from 

NOTICES 

34621 

NOTICES 

Appliances  and  consumer  products;  test 
procedures,  waiver;  petitions: 

Hydrotherm  Inc.;  furnaces 

34620 

Procurement  list,  1981;  additions  and  deletions  (3 

34626 

Schools,  Hospitals,  and  buildings  owned  by  local 

34561 

documents) 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

RULES 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
International  Aviation  Bureau,  Director; 

34598 

government,  etc.;  cycle  III;  funds  allocation 
changed 

Customs  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Beef,  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen;  importation 

34611 

paperwork  reduction,  etc. 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

United  States-London  assignment  of  proceeding 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Engineers  Corps;  Navy  Department 

RULES 

34755 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

34574 

Discharge  review  boards;  program  for  former 

34611 

Civil  Rights  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  State  advisory  committees: 

Alaska 

Reservists  in  “inactive”  status  to  have  discharges 
reviewed  for  possible  upgrading 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

NOTICES 

34612 

Maine 

Registration  applications,  etc.;  controlled 

34612 

Massachusetts 

substances: 

34612 

New  Hampshire 

34732, 

McNeilab,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

34612 

New  York 

34733 

34612 

Texas 

34733 

Upjohn  Co. 

34612 

34613 

Washington 

Wisconsin 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

34558 

RULES 

Petroleum  allocation  and  price  regulations: 

Crude  oil  and  refined  petroleum  products 

34577 

_ 

Drawbridge  operations: 

Florida 

decontrol;  provisions  revoked;  correction 
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NOTICES 

Petroleum  allocation  and  price  regulations: 

Crude  oil  price  ceilings:  lower  and  upper  tier; 
adjustment  to  reflect  inflation  impact 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Conservation  and  Renewable  Energy, 
Office  of  Assistant  Secretary;  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration;  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission;  Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy 
Department. 

RULES 

Contracts: 

Personal  property  sales,  contract  disputes  clause 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

National  Petroleum  Council  (2  documents) 
National  Petroleum  Council;  cancellation 

Engineers  Corps 

RULES 

Administrative  procedures: 

Shipping  safety  fairways,  Gulf  of  Mexico 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

Contra  Costa  County,  Calif.,  Acme  Fill  Corp.; 
sanitary  landfill  expansion 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

Michigan 

Hazardous  waste  management  system: 

Generators,  small  quantity;  special  requirements 
clarification  and  identification  determinations; 
interim  rule  and  request  for  comments;  correction 
Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
Chlorpyrifos 
Isophorone 
Titanium  dioxide 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
Pyrethins  and  synergist  piperonyl  butoxide; 
correction 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 
Pesticide  programs: 

Predator  control  toxicants,  information-gathering 
hearings 

Pesticide  registration,  cancellation,  etc.: 

Safrotin — 4  emulsifiable  concentrate  insecticide 
Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 
Premanufacture  exemption  applications 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Federal  airways,  green 
Transition  areas 


34560  VOR  Federal  airways 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

34596  Cessna 

34598  Rulemaking  petitions;  summary  and  disposition; 
extension  of  time 

34597  Transition  areas 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  ect.: 

34750  William  B.  Hartsfield  Atlanta  International 

Airport,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

34751  Exemption  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 
Meetings: 

34752  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

RULES 

Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

34590  Colorado 

34590  Illinois 

34587,  Minnesota  (2  documents) 

34589 

34588  Texas  and  Oklahoma 

34588  Washington 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

34605  American  Samoa 

34603  Arizona 

34609  Illinois 

34608  Louisiana 

34606  Mississippi 

34607  New  York 
NOTICES 

Common  carrier  services: 

34700  Pacific  planning  process;  meeting 

Hearings,  etc.: 

34699  Gencom  Inc.  et  al. 

Meetings: 

34701  Marine  Services  Radio  Technical  Commission 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

34756  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 
34635  Idaho  Power  Co.;  scoping  meeting 

Hearings,  etc.: 

34628  Ainsworth  Irrigation  District 

34628  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

34642  Barker,  Norman,  Jr. 

34629  Beacon  Oil  Co. 

34629  Boise-Kuna  Irrigation  District  et  al. 

34629  Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corp.  et  al. 

34630  Cities  Service  Gas  Co. 

34672  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

34631  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

34672  Copolymer  Rubber  &  Chemical  Corp. 

34673  CP  National  Corp.  et  al. 

34634  Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co. 

34673  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 

34674  Empire  District  Electric  Co. 

34634  Frankfort  Electric  &  Water  Plant  Board 
34644-  Gaber,  Stephen  J.  (4  documents) 

34646 

34634  Great  Plains  Gasification  Associates  et  al. 
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34674  Henry  Petroleum  Corp. 

34635  Illinois  Power  Corp. 

34674  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Co. 

34674-  Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

34675 

34675  Kentucky  Utilities  Co. 

34637  Lake  Superior  District  Power  Co. 

34637  Lockhart  Power  Co. 

34675  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co. 

34677  Mallary,  Richard  W. 

34636  McKinley,  Joseph  A. 

34631  Middle  South  Services,  Inc.,  et  al. 

34675  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission  Co.  et  al. 

34676  MIGC,  Inc. 

34637  Montana  Department  of  Natural  Resources  & 
Conservation 

34638-  Montana  Power  Co.  (6  documents) 

34639 

34640  Montaup  Electric  Co.  (2  documents) 

34640,  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.  (3  documents) 

34641, 

34676 

34636  Nielsen,  J.  Mark, 

34642  Northern  Colorado  Water  Conservancy  District 

34642  ONG  Western,  Inc.,  et  al. 

34643  Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co. 

34643  Pennsylvania  Electric  Co. 

34644  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Mexico 

34644  Road  Oil  Sales  Inc. 

34676  South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co. 

34646  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

34647  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

34677  Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Co. 

34647  Washington  Water  Power  Co. 

34630  Watervliet,  N.Y. 

34756  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

34633,  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (7 

34648-  documents) 

34661, 

34678- 

34690 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

RULES 

Engineering  and  traffic  operations: 

34564  Traffic  control  devices,  national  standards; 

manual  on  uniform  traffic  control  devices; 
response  to  requests  for  interpretations 
Planning: 

34564  Urban  transportation  investment  policy  and 

procedure  with  UMTA,  etc.;  deferral  of  effective 
date;  republication 

Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Review 

Commission 

NOTICES 

34756  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office 

NOTICES 

Policy  letters,  etc.: 

34776  81-22 


34702  Burchard  Bankshares,  Inc. 

34703  Emerson  First  National  Co. 

34703  First  American  Bank  Corp. 

34703  First  Pulaski  National  Corp. 

34703  Mesa  Bancorp. 

34704  Mustang  Community  Ban  Corp. 

34704  Northwest  International  Bank 

34704  Port  Neches  Bancshares,  Inc. 

34704  Thomas  County  Bankshares  of  Colby,  Kansas, 

Inc. 

Bank  holding  companies;  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

34701  Chase  Manhattan  Corp.  et  al. 

34702  Manufacturers  Hanover  Corp.  et  al. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

RULES 

Prohibited  trade  practices; 

34563  Sunkist  Growers,  Inc. 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34613  Vermont 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Classification,  development  plans,  and  boundary 
descriptions: 

34611  Hells  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area,  Hells 

Canyon  Wilderness,  etc. 

Geological  Survey 

NOTICES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 
34708  Transco  Exploration  Co.  * 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

34624  Decisions  and  orders 

Interior  Department 

See  Geological  Survey;  Land  Management  Bureau; 
National  Park  Service;  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement  Office. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

RULES 

Income  taxes: 

34567  Interest  rates,  imputed;  property  sale  loans; 

transactions  between  related  entities  and  on 
deferred  payments 

International  Communication  Agency 

NOTICES 

Art  objects,  importation  for  exhibitions: 

34733  Italy;  ‘The  Golden  Age  of  Naples:  Art  and 
Civilization  Under  the  Bourbons,  1734-1805” 

International  Development  Cooperation  Agency 

See  Agency  for  International  Development. 


Federal  Reserve  System  International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES  NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.:  Antidumping: 

34702  Belle  Plaine  Service  Corp.  34613  Steel  wire  nails  from  Japan 


VI 
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34615  Steel  wire  nails  from  Korea 

34614  Steel  wire  nails  from  Yugoslavia 

Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 
determinations^ 

34618  Die  presses  from  Italy 

Steel  trigger  price  mechanism: 

34616  Specialty  steel  import  monitoring 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Railroad  car  service  orders: 

34591  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co.; 
track  use  by  various  railroads 

34593  Escanaba  &  Lake  Superior  Railroad  Co. 

Tariffs  and  schedules: 

34594  Small  shipments;  new  procedures  in  motor 
carrier  restructuring  proceedings 

NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

34709-  Permanent  authority  applications  (3  documents) 

34716 

34721  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 
removals 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
34714  Consolidated  Rail  Corp. 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

34714  Burlington  Northern  Inc. 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Antitrust  Division;  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34732  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime 
Pollution  control;  consent  judgments: 

34731  Hammermill  Paper  Co.  et  al. 

34731  Kansas  City,  Kansas  Board  of  Public  Utilities 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34708  New  Mexico 

34707  Wyoming 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.. 

34705  Utah;  correction 

34707  Wyoming 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

34705  California  Desert  District;  "Ohay”  grazing 
Leasing  of  public  lands: 

34707  Colorado 
Meetings: 

34708  Vale  District  Advisory  Council 

34704  Mineral  leasing  and  right-of-way,  onshore  or 
upland  matters;  parties  filing  qualification 
documents  with  OCS  offices 

Motor  vehicles,  off-road,  etc.;  area  closures  and 
openings: 

34706  Wyoming 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil  and  gas  lease  sales: 
34758,  South  Atlantic  States,  offshore  (2  documents) 

34771 

Sale  of  public  lands: 

34705  Arizona 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

See  also  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office. 

NOTICES 

34738  Agency  forms  under  review 


National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34709  Cuyahoga  Valley  National  Recreation  Area 
Advisory  Commission 

34709  Hampton  National  Historic  Site;  development 

and  management  proposals 

National  Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34619  Electromagnetic  Radiation  Management  Advisory 

Council;  date  change 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

34734  Accident  reports,  safety  recommendations  and 
responses,  etc.;  availability 

Navy  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34621  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive  Panel 
Advisory  Committee 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Production  and  utilization  facilities,  domestic 
.  licensing: 

34595  Nuclear  powerplant  construction  permit  and 

operating  license  holders;  quality  assurance 
program,  reporting  of  changes 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34736  Long  Island  Lighting  Co. 

34737  Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  et  al. 

34737  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District 
Meetings: 

34735  Safety  goal  development;  workshop 

34738  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 
Reports;  availability,  etc.: 

34735  Emergency  operating  procedures,  preparation; 

draft  criteria;  inquiry 

Postal  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Domestic  Mail  Manual: 

34600  Third-class  5-digit  ZIP  Code  presorted  mail; 
preparation  requirements 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

34745  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co. 

34746  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc. 

34747  Monongahela  Power  Co.  et  al. 

34747  Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Co. 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

34749  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 

34749  Options  Clearing  Corp. 

34748  Stock  Clearing  Corp.  of  Philadelphia 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34750  Continental  Investors,  Inc. 
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VII 


Surface  mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement 
Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Permanent  and  interim  regulatory  programs: 

34784  Effluent  limitations  and  sedimentation  pond 

design  criteria 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 

NOTICES 

34619  Export  visa  requirements;  cotton,  wool,  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  and  apparel  products  from 
Dominican  Republic 

Trade  Representative,  Office  of  United  States 

NOTICES 

Import  quotas  and  exclusions,  etc.: 

34745  Coin-operated  audio-visual  games  and 

components 

Transportation  Department 

See  also  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation 
Administration;  Federal  Highway  Administration; 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration. 

NOTICES 

34752  Regulatory  flexibility  plan;  republication 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Comptroller  of  Currency;  Customs  Service; 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

NOTICES 

Bonds,  Treasury: 

34753  2001  series 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

34753  Debt  Management  Advisory  Committee 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

RULES 

Planning: 

34564  Urban  transportation  investment  policy  and 

procedure  with  FHWA,  etc.;  final  rule  and 
request  for  comments;  deferral  of  effective  date; 
republication 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

34611  Agency  Organization  and  Personnel  Committee, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-15-81 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
34733  Presidential  Task  Force  on  the  Arts  and 
Humanities,  Eastern  Regional  Meeting, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-13-81 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

34611  Alaska  Advisory  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  7-20-81 

34612  Maine  Advisory  Committee,  Augusta,  Maine 
(open),  7-23-81 

34612  Massachusetts  Advisory  Committee,  Boston,  Mass, 
(open),  8-20-81 


34612  New  Hampshire  Advisory  Committee,  Manchester, 
N.H.  (open),  7-16-81 

34612  New  York  Advisory  Committee,  New  York,  N.Y. 
(open),  8-12-81 

34612  Texas  Advisory  Committee,  Dallas,  Tex.  (open), 
7-24-81 

34612  Washington  Advisory  Committee,  Seattle.  Wash, 
(open),  7-29-81 

34613  Wisconsin  Advisory  Committee,  Madison,  Wis. 
(open),  7-21-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Navy  Department — 

34621  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive  Panel 

Advisory  Committee,  Long  Range  Planning  Sub- 
Panel,  Alexandria,  Va.  (closed),  7-20  and  7-21-81 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

34624  National  Petroleum  Council,  Arctic  Oil  and  Gas 
Resources  Committee,  Environmental  Protection 
Task  Group,  Anchorage,  Alaska  (open),  7-28-81 
34623  National  Petroleum  Council,  Environmental 

Conservation  Committee,  Air  Quality  Task  Group, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-1-81 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

34700  Pacific  Planning  Process,  Washington,  D.C.  (open). 
7-13-81 

34701  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine  Services 
(RTCM),  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-15-81  (Special 
Committee  No.  78)  and  7-16-81  (Executive 
Committee) 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

34708  Vale  District  Advisory  Council,  Jordan  Valley, 
Oreg.  (open),  7-21-81 

National  Park  Service — 

34709  Cuyahoga  Valley  National  Recreation  Area 
Advisory  Commission,  Peninsula,  Ohio  (open), 
7-23-81 

34709  Hampton  National  Historic  Site,  Towson,  Md. 
(open),  7-23-81 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

34732  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime, 
Key  Biscayne,  Fla.  (open),  7-21  and  7-22-81 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

34752  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics 
Executive  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
7-17-81 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency — 

34753  Fair  housing  lending  enforcement  program. 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-14-81 

CANCELLED  MEETING 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

34623  National  Petroleum  Council,  Environmental 

Conservation  Committee,  Hazardous  Wastes  Task 
Group,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-1-81 


VIII 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Contents 


CHANGED  MEETING 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration — 

34619  Electromagnetic  Radiation  Management  Advisory 
Council,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  rescheduled  from 
7-8  and  7-9-81  to  7-15  and  7-16-81  (building 
location  change  also) 

HEARING 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
34698  Predator  control  toxicants;  information-gathering 
sessions,  Denver,  Colo.,  7-28  and  7-29-81  and 
Washington,  D.C.,  7-31-81 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement 
Office — 

34784  Permanent  and  Interim  Regulatory  Programs; 

effluent  limitations  and  sedimentation  pond  design 
criteria,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  7-14;  Lexington,  Ky., 
7-16;  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  7-21;  Washington,  D.C., 
7-23;  Kansas,  Mo.,  7-28  and  Denver,  Colo.,  7-30-81 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  908 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  669,  Arndt  1; 
Valencia  Orange  Regulation  669] 

Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona 
and  Designated  Part  of  California; 
Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
Valencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  market  during  the  period  July  3-9, 
1981,  and  increases  the  quantity  of  such 
oranges  that  may  be  so  shipped  during 
the  period  June  26-July  2, 1981.  Such 
action  is  needed  to  provide  for  orderly 
marketing  of  fresh  Valencia  oranges  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  orange 
industry. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  This  regulation 
becomes  effective  July  3, 1981,  and  the 
amendment  is  effective  for  the  period 
June  26-July  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1512-1  and 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
designated  a  “non-major”  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  908), 
regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  This  action  is  based  upon  the 


recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Valencia  Orange 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  this  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy,  for  1980-81  which  was 
recommended  by  the  committee 
following  discussion  at  a  public  meeting 
on  January  27, 1981.  A  regulatory  impact 
analysis  on  the  marketing  policy  is 
available  from  William  J.  Doyle,  Acting 
Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  telephone  202- 
447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
June  30, 1981  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  Valencias 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  weeks.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
is  good  on  all  sizes  and  exceed  supplies 
on  large  sizes. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

Forms  required  for  operation  under 
this  part  are  subject  to  clearance  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  review. 

1.  Section  908.970  is  added  as  follows: 

§  908.970  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  670. 

The  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  July  3, 
1981,  through  July  9, 1981,  are 
established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  375,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  375,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  unlimited  cartons. 


2.  Section  908.969  Valencia  Orange 
Regulation  669  (46  FR  32860),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read: 

§  908.969  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  669. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(1)  District  1:  382,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  368,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  unlimited  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat  31,  as  amended;  7  UJLC. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  1, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19792  Fried  7-1-81. 11.57  am! 
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7  CFR  Part  910 

[Lemon  Regulation  311,  Arndt  1;  Lemon 
Regulation  312] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  establishes  the 
quantity  of  Califomia-Arizona  lemons 
that  may  be  shipped  to  the  fresh  market 
during  the  period  July  5-11, 1981,  and 
increases  the  quantity  of  lemons  that 
may  be  shipped  during  the  period  June 
28-July  4, 1981.  Such  action  is  needed  to 
provide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh 
lemons  for  the  periods  specified  due  1 1 
the  marketing  situation  confronting  th-» 
lemon  industry. 

DATES:  The  regulation  becomes  effective 
July  5, 1981,  and  the  amendment  is 
effective  for  the  period  June  28-July  4, 
1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  J.  Doyle,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  and  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classified  “not 
significant,”  and  not  a  major  rule.  This 
regulation  and  amendment  are  issued 
under  the  marketing  agreement  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  910,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  910),  regulating  the 
handling  of  lemons  grown  in  California 
and  Arizona.  The  agreement  and  order 
are  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  action 
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is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Lemon 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  this  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1980-81.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  July  8, 1980.  A 
regulatory  impact  analysis  on  the 
marketing  policy  is  available  from 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
June  30, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  lemons 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  weeks.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  active. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  and  amendment  are  based 
and  the  effective  date  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
Interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  on  the  regulation  at  an  open 
meeting,  and  the  amendment  relieves 
restrictions  on  the  handling  of  lemons.  It 
is  necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  times. 

Information  collection  requirements 
(reporting  or  record  keeping)  under  this 
part  are  subject  to  clearance  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  review.  These 
information  requirements  shall  not 
become  effective  until  such  time  as 
clearance  by  the  OMB  has  been 
obtained. 

1.  Section  910.612  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.612  Lemon  Regulation  312. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  July  5, 1981, 
through  July  11, 1981,  is  established  at 
300,000  cartons. 

2.  Section  910.611  Lemon  Regulation 


311  (46  FR  33020)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§910.611  Lemon  Regulation  311. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  June  28, 1981, 
through  July  4, 1981,  is  established  at 
350,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  1, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19791  Filed  7-1-81;  11:57  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

10  CFR  Parts  205,  210, 211,  212,  214, 
and  220 

[Docket  No.  ERA-R-81-03] 

Price  and  Allocation  Regulation 
Revocation;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (D.OE)  is  rescinding  the  crude 
oil  price  schedules  which  were 
inadvertently  omitted  from  DOE’s 
earlier  recision  of  the  crude  oil  price 
regulations. 

DATE:  Effective  March  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Maurice  Boehl,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  2000  M  St,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  653- 
4290 

William  Funk  or  James  B.  McRae, 
Department  of  Energy  (Office  of 
General  Counsel),  1000  Independence 
Ave,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585, 
(202)  252-6738  (Funk)  or  (202)  252-6739 
(McRae) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  30, 1981,  the  ERA  and  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  rescinded  most  of 
the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  set  forth  in  10 
CFR  Parts  210,  211  and  212;  see  46  FR 
20508  (April  3, 1981).  The  action  was 
taken  in  response  to  the  President’s 
Executive  Order  12287,  46  FR  9909 
(January  30, 1981),  that  exempted  from 
those  regulations  crude  oil  and  refined 
petroleum  products. 

Although  the  crude  oil  price 


regulations  in  section  212.77  were 
rescinded,  the  supporting  crude  oil  price 
schedules  set  forth  in  an  appendix  to 
Subpart  D  of  Part  212  v.-ere 
inadvertently  omitted  from  the  recision. 
Today’s  action  to  rescind  those 
schedules  corrects  that  omission.  This 
action  is  effective  on  March  30, 1981,  the 
same  date  as  the  earlier  recision.  All  of 
the  justifications  for  the  earlier  recision 
also  apply  to  this  action. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973, 15  U.S.C.  751  et  seq..  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as 
amended,  Pub.  L.  93-511,  Pub.  L.  94-99,  Pub. 

L.  94-133,  Pub.  L.  94-163  and  Pub.  L.  94-385; 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974, 

15  U.S.C.  787  et  seq.,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  as 
amended,  Pub.  L.  94-332,  Pub.  L.  94-385,  Pub. 
L.  95-70,  and  Pub.  L.  95-91;  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act,  42  U.S.C.  6201  et  seq.,  Pub. 
L.  94-163,  as  amended,  Pub.  L.  94-385,  Pub.  L. 
95-70,  Pub.  L.  95-619,  and  Pub.  L.  96-30; 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.,  Pub.  L.  95-91,  Pub.  L.  95- 
509,  Pub.  L.  95-619,  Pub.  L.  95-620,  and  Pub.  L 
95-621;  E.0. 11790,  39  FR  23185;  E.0. 12009,  42 
FR  46267;  E.0. 12287,  46  FR  9909.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  FR 
Doc.  81-10159,  appearing  on  page  20508 
of  the  issue  of  April  3, 1981,  is  corrected 
as  set  forth  below,  effective  March  30, 
1981. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 1961. 
Barton  R.  House, 

Acting  Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

1.  On  page  20516,  column  3,  paragraph 
7  is  corrected  by  adding  the  following 
amendatory  instructions: 

Appendix  A  of  Subpart  D  of  Part  212 
is  removed. 


Subpart  D— [Amended] 

APPENDIX  A  TO  SUBPART  D— 
[Removed] 

(FR  Doc.  81-19434  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

10  CFR  Parts  620, 621, 622,  623  and  624 

Sales  Regulation;  Contract  Disputes 
Clause 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  will  incorporate  into 
Title  10  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  a 
Subchapter  I  to  Chapter  II  which 
requires  a  Disputes  clause  in  all  DOE 
sales  contracts  of  personal  property, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


34559 


other  than  electric  power  marketing 
sales  contracts,  and  which  makes  clear 
the  applicability  of  the  Contracts 
Disputes  Act  of  1978  and  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Energy  Board  of  Contract  Appeals 
(EBCA)  to  DOE  sales  contracts. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTRACT: 
Mr.  James  J.  Cavanagh,  Policy  and 
Procedures  Division  (PR-211), 
Procurement  and  Assistance 
Management,  (202)  252-8188 
Mr.  Lester  Schiefelbein,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Procurement  and  Financial  Incentives 
(GC-44),  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel.  (202)  252-6902  . 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978 

II.  Continuation  of  Contract  Performance 

III.  Certification  of  Accuracy 

IV.  Payment  of  Interest 

I.  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978 

DOE  published  a  proposed  rule  (45  FR 
41649,  June  20, 1980),  on  a  Disputes 
clause  in  DOE  sales  contracts.  Having 
received  no  comments,  DOE  has 
determined  to  adopt  the  rules  as 
proposed.  The  policy  and  contract 
clause  would  accomplish  the  following, 
with  the  below  stated  anticipated 
effects:  Establishes  the  applicability  of 
the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978  to 
sales  contracts  and  requires  a  Disputes 
clause  in  DOE  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
personal  property.  The  effect  will  be  to 
avoid  confusion  and  uncertainty  as  to 
the  rights  of  both  parties  to  the  sales 
contract,  diminishing  the  probability 
that  either  party  would  inadvertently 
jeopardize  its  rights  and  eliminating 
unnecessary  litigation.  Also,  establishes 
the  finality  of  contracting  officer 
decisions  absent  appeal  pursuant  to  the 
Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978. 

II.  Continuation  of  Contract  Performance 

Requires  continuation  of  contract 
performance  at  the  direction  of  the 
contracting  officer.  The  effect  will 
permit  the  Government  to  require 
continuing  performance  in  the  national 
interest  despite  the  existence  of  a 
dispute,  thus  avoiding  disruptions  which 
could  be  detrimental  to  national  energy 
supply  distribution,  and  avoiding 
jeopardy  to  each  party’s  rights  which 
might  otherwise  be  inferred  from 
continuation  of  performance  during  a 
dispute.  Disruption  of  crude  oil 
distribution  from  Strategic  Petroleum 
Reserves,  which  may  result  in  severe 
regional  shortages,  and  disruptions  in 
acceptance  of  oil  from  Naval  Petroleum 
Reserves  which  may  require  shutting  in 
all  field  operations  in  the  Reserve  due  to 
absence  of  storage  facilities,  thereby 


causing  an  oil  supply  shortage,  are 
examples  of  adverse  situations  which 
may  result  from  discontinued 
performance  under  sales  contracts 
during  a  dispute. 

III.  Certification  of  Accuracy 

Requires  a  certification  of  accuracy 
and  good  faith  for  claims  in  excess  of 
$50,000.  This  requirement  should 
discourage  submission  of 
unsubstantiated  claims  and  is  consistent 
with  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978. 

IV.  Payment  of  Interest 

Provides  for  payment  of  interest  upon 
unpaid  claims  by  both  parties.  The 
effect  will  be  to  provide  equitable 
payment  of  interest  upon  payments  that 
should  have  been  made,  but  were  not 
made  until  resolution  of  the  dispute. 

This  policy  is  not  considered 
significant  because  it  does  not  impact 
national  policy  objectives  or  regulatory 
programs,  and  does  not  impose  reporting 
requirements  or  impact  the  environment 
nor  is  it  expected  to  be  controversial. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
Preamble,  Parts  600-624  of  Title  10  CFR 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Hilary  J.  Rauch, 

Director,  Procurement  and  Assistance 
Management. 

10  CFR  Chapter  II  is  amended  by 
adding  Subchapter  I  consisting  at  this 
time  of  Parts  622  and  624.  Parts  620,  621 
and  623  are  added  and  reserved. 

SUBCHAPTER  I— SALES  REGULATION 

Part 

620  [Reserved] 

621  [Reserved] 

622  Contractual  provisions. 

623  [Reserved] 

624  Contract  clauses. 

PARTS  620  AND  621  [RESERVED] 

l 

PART  622— CONTRACTUAL 
PROVISIONS 

§  622. 1 03  Dispute  provisions. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  all  DOE  contracts  for 
the  sale  of  personal  property  to  any 
organization  outside  the  U.S. 
Government  shall  include  a  Disputes 
clause  which  provides  for: 

(1)  Binding  final  decisions  by  the 
Contracting  Officer,  subject  to  appeal; 

(2)  Appeal  rights  pursuant  to  the 
Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978; 

(3)  Continuation  of  performance  by 
the  contractor  at  the  direction  of  the 
contracting  officer  pending  final 
resolution  of  the  dispute. 

(b)  Exceptions: 


(1)  The  provisions  of  this  Part  shall 
not  apply  to  contracts  for  sale  of  electric 
power  by  the  Power  Marketing 
Administrations; 

(2)  The  Secretary  may  exempt  a 
contract  or  class  of  contracts  from  this 
requirement  upon  determination  that  it 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest  in  an 
individual  contract  or  class  of  contracts 
with  a  foreign  government  or  agency 
thereof,  or  international  organization,  or 
subsidiary  body  thereof,  to  include  the 
Disputes  clause,  as  permitted  by  Section 
3  of  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  197a 

(c)  The  Energy  Board  of  Contract 
Appeals  (EBCA)  has  cognizance  over 
disputes  relating  to  DOE  Sales 
contracts. 

(d)  The  Disputes  clause  in  Part 
624.102-4  shall  be  used  in  accordance 
with  this  Part  622.103. 

(Sec.  644,  Department  of  Energy  Organization 
Act,  Pub.  L  95-91,  91  Stat.  599  (42  U.S.C. 

7254)) 

PART  623  [RESERVED] 

PART  624— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

§624.102-4  Disputes. 

The  following  clause  shall  be  used  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  622.103: 

Disputes 

(a)  This  contract  is  subject  to  the 
Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978  (41  U.S.C. 
601  et  seq.).  If  a  dispute  arises  relating  to 
the  contract,  the  purchaser  may  submit 

a  claim  to  the  Contracting  Officer  who 
shall  issue  a  written  decision  on  the 
dispute. 

(b)  "Claim”  means: 

(1)  A  written  request  submitted  to  the 
Contracting  Officer; 

(2)  For  payment  of  money,  adjustment 
of  contract  terms,  or  other  relief; 

(3)  Which  is  in  dispute  or  remains 
unresolved  after  a  reasonable  time  for 
its  review  and  disposition  by  the 
Government;  and 

(4)  For  which  a  Contracting  Officer’s 
decision  is  demanded. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  disputed  requests  or 
amendments  to  such  requests  for 
payment  exceeding  $50,000,  or  with  any 
amendment  causing  the  total  request  in 
dispute  to  exceed  $50,000,  the  purchaser 
shall  certify,  at  the  time  of  submission  of 
a  claim,  as  follows: 

I  certify  that  the  claim  is  made  in  good 
faith,  that  the  supporting  data  is  accurate  and 
complete  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and 
belief,  and  that  the  amount  requested 
accurately  reflects  the  contract  adjustment 
for  which  the  Purchaser  believes  the 
Government  is  liable. 

(Purchaser’s  Name) - - 

(Title) - 
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(d)  The  Government  shall  pay  the 
Purchaser  interest. 

(1)  On  the  amount  found  due  to  the 
purchaser  and  unpaid  on  claims 
submitted  under  this  clause; 

(2)  At  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Secretary 


Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320; 
telephone:  (404)  763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  Thursday,  April  16, 1981,  the  FA  A 


This  action  involves  only  a  small 
alteration  of  navigable  airspace  and  air 
traffic  control  procedures  over  a  limited 
area. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June  17, 
1981. 


of  the  Treasury; 

(3)  From  the  date  the  amount  is  due 
until  the  Government  makes  payment. 

(e)  The  purchaser  shall  pay  the 
Government  interest: 

(1)  On  the  amount  found  due  to  the 
Government  and  unpaid  on  claims 
submitted  under  this  clause; 

(2)  At  the  rates  fixed  by  the 
Department  of  Energy  for  the  payment 
of  interest  on  past  due  accounts; 

(3)  From  the  date  the  amount  is  due 
until  the  purchaser  makes  payment. 

(f)  The  decision  of  the  Contracting 
Officer  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  and 
not  subject  to  review  by  any  forum, 
tribunal,  or  Government  agency  unless 
an  appeal  or  action  is  timely 
commenced  within  the  times  specified 
by  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of  1978. 

(g)  The  purchaser  shall  comply  with 
any  decision  of  the  Contracting  Officer 
and  at  the  direction  of  the  Contracting 
Officer  shall  proceed  diligently  with 
performance  of  this  contract  pending 
final  resolution  of  any  request  for  relief, 
claim,  appeal,  or  action  related  to  this 
contract. 

(Sec.  644,  Department  of  Energy  Organization 
Act,  Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  599  (42  U.S.C. 
7254)) 

[FR  Doc.  81-19395  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  71 
[Airspace  Docket  No,  81-SO-9J 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Transition  Area, 
Bainbridge,  Ga. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  alters  the 
Bainbridge,  Georgia,  Transition  Area  by 
lowering  the  base  of  controlled  airspace 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  Decatur  County 
Industrial  Air  Park  Airport  from  1,200  to 
700  feet  AGL. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  GMT,  August  15, 
1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 


proposed  to  amend  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  alter  the  Bainbridge,  Georgia, 
Transition  Area.  This  action  adopts  the 
proposal  and  thereby  provides 
controlled  airspace  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  the  new  standard 
instrument  approach  procedure,  VOR- 
A,  at  the  Decatur  County  Industrial  Air 
Park  Airport.  The  Mariana  VORTAC 
will  support  the  approach  procedure  (46 
FR  22203).  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  objections  were  received  from  this 
notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  lowers  the 
base  of  controlled  airspace  from  1,200  to 
700  feet  AGL  around  the  Decatur  County 
Industrial  Air  Park  Airport.  The 
operating  status  of  the  airport  is  hereby 
changed  from  VFR  to  IFR. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.181,  Subpart  G,  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (and  amended)  (46  FR  540) 
is  further  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
August  15, 1981,  by  adding  the  following 
to  the  end  of  the  text  in  the  present 
description,  as  follows: 

Bainbridge,  Georgia 

“.  .  .  within  an  8.5-mile  radius  of  Decatur 
County  Industrial  Air  Park  Airport  (Lat. 
30°58'14"N.,  Long.  84°37'53''W.) ...” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them’ operationally 
current.  It,  therefore,  (1)  is  not  a  major 
rule  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  significant  rule  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 


George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  81-19148  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4B10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AGL-9] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Revocation  of  VOR 
Federal  Airway 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  revokes 
VOR  Federal  Airway  V-7W  between 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  Pocket  City,  Ind. 
Since  this  airway  is  rarely  utilized,  the 
FAA  has  determined  that  it  is 
unnecessary.  This  action  reduces  chart 
clutter  and  supports  the  objective  of 
eliminating  alternate  airways  from  the 
National  Airspace  System  (NAS). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-6783. 

History 

On  May  4, 1981,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  revoke 
V-7W  between  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and 
Pocket  City,  Ind.  (46  FR  24957).  V-7W  is 
not  utilized  and  this  amendment  revokes 
that  airway  segment.  This  action 
reduces  chart  clutter  and  supports  our 
objective  to  eliminate  all  alternate 
airways.  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  comments  objecting  to  the  proposal 
were  received.  Except  for  editorial 
changes,  this  amendment  is  that 
proposed  in  the  notice.  Section  71.123 
was  republished  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR  409). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
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Part  71)  revokes  V-7W  between  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  and  Pocket  City,  Ind.,  since 
the  airway  is  rarely  used.  This  action 
reduces  chart  clutter  and  supports  our 
policy  to  eliminate  alternate  airways. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.123  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  (46  FR  409) 
is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 

October  1, 1981,  by  deleting,  in  V-7,  the 
words  “Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  including  a  W 
alternate  from  Evansville  to  Terre  Haute 
via  INT  Evansville  360°  and  Terre  Haute 
217°  radials;”  and  substituting  for  them 
the  words  "Terre  Haute,  Ind.;” 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(6));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major 
rule"  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  )une  26, 
1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19397  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AAL-3] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of 
Colored  Airways 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  alters  the 
floors  of  Green  Airway  G-8  and  Green 
Airway  G-10  in  the  vicinity  of  Elfee, 
Alaska,  in  order  to  be  consistent  with 
the  2,000-foot  MSL  floor  in  surrounding 
areas.  This  action  aids  flight  planning 
and  improves  flight  safety  by 
designating  a  common  airway  floor  in 


this  area.  Also,  this  amendment 
substitutes  the  name  “Elfee  NDB”  where 
“Cold  Bay,  Alaska,  NDB”  appears. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  21, 1981,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the 
floor  of  G-8  and  G-10  in  the  vicinity  of 
Elfee,  Alaska  (46  FR  27719).  This 
alteration  would  establish  a  common 
floor  for  all  controlled  airspace  in  the 
area  by  raising  the  floors  of  G-8  and  G- 
10  to  2,000  feet  MSL.  The  proposal  also 
included  an  editorial  change  to 
substitute  “Elfee  NDB”  where  “Cold  Bay 
NDB”  appears.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  comments  objecting  to  the  proposal 
were  received.  Except  for  editorial 
changes,  this  amendment  is  that 
proposed  in  the  notice.  Section  71.103 
was  republished  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR  407). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  establishes  a  common  floor  in 
the  area  of  Elfee,  Alaska,  by  raising  the 
floor  of  G-8  between  Elfee,  NDB  and 
King  Salmon,  Alaska,  NDB  and  G-10 
between  Elfee  NDB  and  Port  Heiden, 
Alaska,  NDB.  This  action  aids  flight 
planning  and  increases  flight  safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.103  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  and 
amended  (46  FR  407  and  46  FR  12951)  is 
further  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
October  1, 1981,  as  follows: 

§  71.103  [Amended] 

1.  Under  G-8  by  deleting  the  words 
“20  AGL  INT  Dutch  Harbor  NDB  041° 
and  Cold  Bay,  Alaska,  NDB  253° 
bearings;  20  AGL  Cold  Bay  NDB;  King 
Salmon,  Alaska,  NDB;”  and  substituting 
for  them  the  words  "20  AGL  INT  Dutch 
Harbor  NDB  041°  and  Elfee,  Alaska, 
NDB  253°  bearings;  20  AGL  Elfee  NDB; 
20  AGL  King  Salmon,  Alaska,  NDB;” 


2.  Under  G-10  by  deleting  the  words 
"From  Elfee,  Alaska,  NDB,  via  INT  Elfee 
NDB  041°  and  Port  Heiden,  Alaska.  NDB 
248°  bearings;  Port  Heiden  NDB;”  and 
substituting  for  the  words  “From  Elfee. 
Alaska.  NDB.  20  AGL  INT  Elfee  NDB 
041°  and  Port  Heiden,  Alaska,  NDB  248° 
bearings;  20  AGL  Port  Heiden  NDB;" 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sea 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.60) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  "significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  26, 
1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19398  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
14  CFR  Part  385 

[Organization  Regulations  Amendment  No. 
112;  Regulation  OR- 182] 

Delegations  and  Review  of  Action 
Under  Delegation;  Nonhearing  Matters 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  CAB  amends  several  of 
its  delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation,  and  makes  additional 
delegations.  In  general,  these 
amendments  are  necessary  to  permit 
more  efficient  discharge  of  the  Board's 
obligations  under  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act,  to  reduce  unnecessary  paperwork 
and  to  eliminate  burdensome  regulatory 
time  lag. 

DATES:  Adopted:  June  12, 1981.  Effective: 
July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Christina  R.  Pfirrman,  Legal  Division, 
Bureau  of  International  Aviation,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connecticut 
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Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428; 

(202)  673-5203. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Board  is  amending  and  expanding  the 
authority  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  International  Aviation.  In 
general,  these  amendments  are 
necessary  to  permit  more  efficient 
discharge  of  the  Board’s  obligations 
under  the  Federal  Aviation  Act,  to 
reduce  unnecessary  paperwork  and  to 
eliminate  burdensome  regulatory  time 
lag.  Since  these  amendments  affect  only 
rules  of  agency  organization  and 
procedure,  the  Board  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  are  unnecessary 
under  the  guidelines  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
553(b)(3)(A))  and  that  this  rule  should  be 
effective  immediately. 

Section  385.26(b)  currently  allows  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation,  under  section  416(b)  of  the 
Act,  to  exempt  direct  air  carriers  from 
sections  401  and  402  of  the  Act  for 
operations  that  are  primarily  in  foreign 
air  transportation.  The  reference  to 
section  402  was  added  as  a  result  of  the 
Airline  Deregulation  Act  which 
amended  section  416(b)  to  allow  grant  of 
exemptions  to  “any  person,”  thereby 
permitting  grant  of  exemptions  to 
foreign  as  well  as  domestic  air  carriers. 
However,  because  of  an  oversight,  the 
term  “foreign  air  carrier"  was  not 
added.  This  resulted  in  an  anomalous 
situation  since  the  term  “air  carrier”  is 
defined  in  section  102  of  the  Act  as  a 
U.S.  citizen  and  such  a  carrier  could  not 
be  granted  an  exemption  from  section 
402.  In  addition,  the  amended  section 
416(b)  does  not  contain  a  distinction 
between  direct  and  indirect  air  carriers. 
Section  385.26(b)  is  therefore  amended 
by  deleting  the  phrase  “direct  air 
carriers”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
phrase  “air  carriers  and  foreign  air 
carriers.” 

Section  385.26(c)  delegates  to  the 
Director  authority  to  grant  or  deny 
applications  for  exemption  from  section 
403  of  the  Act  in  cases  where  the 
operations  have  been  authorized  by  an 
exemption  issued  under  authority 
delegated  in  §  385.26  (a)(1),  (a)(2)  or  (b). 
The  requirement  of  the  concurrence  of 
the  Chief,  Tariffs  Division,  and  the 
prohibition  against  redelegation  of  the 
authority  have  been  deleted. 
Organizational  changes  in  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  have  made  them 
unnecessary. 

Section  385.26(g)  currently  delegates 
.  to  the  Director  the  authority  to  grant  or 
deny  applications  of  foreign  air  carriers 
for  permission  to  do  business  in  names 
other  than  those  authorized  by  Board 


order  or  regulation.  The  delegation  has 
been  amended  to  allow  the  Director  to 
grant  or  deny  a  foreign  air  carrier 
application  under  Part  215  for  a  change 
of  name  or  for  permission  to  use  a  trade 
name. 

Section  385.26(1)  delegates  authority  to 
issue  Special  Authorizations  for  periods 
not  to  exceed  30  days.  The  limitation  to 
a  30-day  period  is  burdensome  to  the 
Board,  the  carriers  and  the  staff  in  that  it 
necessitates  Board  action  on 
applications  for  Special  Authorizations 
for  periods  in  excess  of  30  days  that  do 
not  raise  substantive  issues  and  it 
provides  no  countervailing  benefits.  The 
Board  has  in  the  past  routinely  approved 
all  requests  for  Special  Authorizations 
in  excess  of  30  days.  Therefore,  the 
phrase  "for  temporary  periods  not  to 
exceed  30  days"  is  deleted. 

Section  385.26{n)  presently  delegates 
authority  to  approve  or  disapprove 
certain  wet  lease  arrangements  between 
foreign  air  carriers.  This  delegation  is 
too  narrow  since  it  does  not  allow 
action  in  other  circumstances  (such  as 
wet  leases  between  a  U.S.  and  a  foreign 
carrier)  where  the  arrangement  is 
clearly  in  the  public  interest  and  does 
not  raise  substantive  policy  issues. 
Therefore,  the  delegation  is  expanded  to 
encompass  all  wet  lease  arrangements 
involving  service  predominantly  in 
foreign  air  transportation. 

The  delegation  of  authority  in 
§  385.26(q)  to  grant  or  deny  applications 
of  foreign  air  carriers  for  waivers  of 
permit  restrictions  is  too  narrow  since  it 
does  not  allow  the  Director  of  BLA  to 
approve  or  deny  other  authorizations 
provided  for  in  permits.  Therefore,  we 
are  expanding  the  delegation  to 
encompass  this  authority. 

Section  385.26(v)  delegates  authority 
to  deal  with  applications  filed  under 
Part  297  of  the  Board’s  Regulations — 
Foreign  Air  Freight  Forwarders  and 
Foreign  Cooperative  Shippers 
Associations.  Section  385.26(v)(l)  is 
amended  to  bring  it  into  conformity  with 
§  297.22  which  allows  disapproval  of  an 
application  only  at  the  conclusion  of  a 
proceeding  under  section  402  of  the  Act 
In  addition,  the  registration  applications 
filed  under  Part  297  frequently  include 
information  on  ownership  and  control 
that  under  Board  precedent  and  policy 
would  justify  exemption  from  the 
requirement  in  section  297.20  that 
substantial  ownership  and  effective 
control  of  a  foreign  air  freight  forwarder 
or  cooperative  shippers  association 
reside  in  citizens  of  the  country  that  the 
applicant  claims  as  its  country  of 
citizenship.  Therefore,  §  385.26(v)(4)  is 
added  to  make  it  clear  that  in  approving 


registration  applications  under  Part  297, 
the  Director  may  exempt  the  registrant 
from  the  ownership  and  control 
requirement. 

Section  385.26{x)  is  added  to  delegate 
to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation,  the  authority  to  process  by 
show  cause  procedures  unopposed 
applications  for  authority  to  engage  in 
foreign  air  transportation.  Similar 
delegated  authority  with  respect  to 
interstate  and  overseas  air 
transportation  is  already  held  by  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation. 
This  will  allow  more  expeditious 
consideration  of  applications  that  do  not 
raise  substantial  legal  or  policy  issues. 

A  new  delegation  is  made  in 
§  385.26(y)  to  allow  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  International  Aviation,  to  dismiss 
applications  when  the  issue  becomes 
moot  or  when  the  applicant  requests 
dismissal  at  an  early  stage.  The  present 
requirement  of  referring  such 
applications  to  the  Bureau  of 
Administrative  Law  Judges  is  inefficent. 

Under  the  International  Air 
Transportation  Fair  Competitive 
Practices  Act  of  1974,  the  Board  may 
extend  for  consecutive  30-day  periods 
(to  a  maximum  of  four  such  extensions) 
the  time  for  considering  a  complaint 
regarding  an  unfair  competitive  practice 
filed  under  section  2  of  that  Act.  This 
new  section  385.26{z)  delegates  to  the 
staff  the  authority  to  issue  such 
extensions. 

The  International  Air  Transportation 
Competition  Act  of  1979  amended 
section  416(b)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  to  permit  the  Board,  after 
consultation  with  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation,  to  grant  exemptions  to 
foreign  air  carriers  to  engage  in 
interstate  and  overseas  air 
transportation  if  it  first  makes  four 
required  findings.  IATCA  also  allows 
the  Board  to  renew  such  exemptions  for 
successive  30-day  periods.  Section 
385.26(aa)  delegates  to  the  staff  the 
authority  to  grant  or  deny  applications 
for  renewal  of  such  exemptions. 

Since  these  amendments  are 
administrative  in  nature,  designed  to 
relieve  regulatory  burdens,  the  Board 
finds  that  there  is  good  cause  for  an 
immediate  effective  date. 

Accordngly,  the  Board  amends  14  CFR 
Part  385,  Delegations  and  Review  of 
.  Action  Under  Delegation;  Nonhearing 
Matters,  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  for  Part  385  is  revised 

to  read: 

Authority:  Secs.  102,  204,  401,  402,  403.  407, 
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416.  Pub.  L  85-726,  72  Stat.  740,  743,  754,  757, 
758,  766,  77 1;  49  U.S.C.  1302, 1324, 1371, 1372, 
1373, 1377, 1386.  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of 
1961,  26  FR  5989. 

2.  In  §  385.26,  paragraphs  (b),  (c),  (g). 

(1),  (n),  (q)  and  (v)(l)  are  revised; 
paragraphs  (v)(4),  (x),  (y),  (z),  and  (aa) 
are  added  to  read: 

§  385.26  Delegation  to  the  Director, 

Bureau  of  International  Aviation. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b) (1)  Grant  or  deny  applications  of 
air  carriers  for  exemptions  from  section 
401  of  the  Act  and  from  applicable 
regulations  under  this  chapter,  relating 
to  operations  that  are  predominantly  in 
foreign  air  transportation,  where  the 
course  of  action  is  clear  under  current 
Board  policies. 

(2)  Grant  or  deny  applications  of 
foreign  air  carriers  for  exemptions  from 
‘section  402  of  the  Act  and  from 
applicable  regulations  under  this 
chapter,  relating  to  operations  that  are 
in  foreign  air  transportation,  where  the 
course  of  action  is  clear  under  current 
Board  policies. 

(c)  Grant  or  deny  applications  for 
exemption  from  section  403  of  the  Act  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  permit 
performance  of  air  carrier  or  foreign  air 
carrier  operations  otherwise  authorized 
by  exemption  granted  under  subsections 
(a)(1),  (a)(2),  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  this 
section. 

***** 

(g)  Grant  or  deny  applications  of 
foreign  air  carriers  for  a  change  of  name 
or  for  permission  to  use  a  trade  name 
pursuant  to  Part  215  of  this  chapter. 

*  *  *  *  -  * 

(1)  Approve  issuance  of  Special 
Authorizations  provided  for  in  section 
216.4  of  this  chapter  (Economic 
Regulations),  when  no  person  disclosing 
a  substantial  interest  objects. 
***** 

(n)  Approve  or  disapprove  wet  leasing 
arrangements  involving  service 
predominantly  in  foreign  air 
transportation. 

***** 

(q)  Grant  or  deny  applications  of 
foreign  air  carriers  for  authorizations 
provided  for  in  foreign  air  carrier 
permits,  or  for  waivers  of  limitations 
contained  in  foreign  air  carrier  permits, 
where  no  person  disclosing  a  substantial 
interest  objects,  or  where  the  course  of 
action  is  clear  under  current  Board 
policies. 

***** 

(v)(l)  Approve  applications  for 
registration  filed  under  Part  297  of  this 
chapter,  or  require  that  a  registrant 
under  Part  297  submit  additional 
information,  or  reject  an  application  for 


registration  for  failure  to  comply  with 
Part  297. 

(2)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(4)  Exempt  the  registrant  from  the 
requirement  contained  in  §  297.20  of  this 
chapter  that  substantial  ownership  and 
effective  control  reside  in  citizens  of  the 
country  that  the  applicant  claims  as  its 
country  of  citizenship,  where  the  course 
of  action  is  clear  under  current  Board 
policies. 

***** 

(x)  with  respect  to  applications  filed 
under  sections  401  and  402  of  the  Act  for 
authority  to  engage  in  foreign  air 
transportation: 

(1)  Issue  an  order  to  show  cause 
proposing  to  grant  such  application  in 
those  cases  where  no  objections  to  the 
application  have  been  filed  and  where 
the  applicant  has  already  been  found  by 
the  Board  to  be  fit,  willing  and  able  to 
provide  service  of  the  same  basic  scope 
and  character; 

(2)  Issue  an  order  stating  the  Board's 
intention  to  process  the  application 
through  show  cause  or  other  expedited 
procedures,  where  the  course  of  action 
is  clear  under  Board  policy; 

(3)  Issue  an  order,  subject  to 
Presidential  review  under  section  801(a) 
of  the  Act,  finalizing  an  order  to  show 
cause  issued  under  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection  where  no  objections  to  the 
order  to  show  cause  have  been  filed;  or 

(y)  With  respect  to  an  application 
filed  under  section  401  or  402  of  the  Act 
for  authority  to  provide  foreign  air 
transportation  and  with  respect  to 
which  an  order  instituting  an  oral 
evidentiary  hearing  has  not  been  issued: 

(1)  Dismiss  the  application  when 
dismissal  is  requested  or  consented  to 
by  the  applicant. 

(2)  Dismiss  the  application  when  it 
has  become  moot, 

(z)  Extend  for  an  additional  period  or 
periods  of  30  days  each  (to  a  maximum 
of  four  such  extensions)  the  time 
allowed  for  Board  action  on  a  complaint 
filed  under  section  2  of  the  International 
Air  Transportation  Fair  Competitive 
Practices  Act  of  1974  (49  U.S.C.  1159b). 

(aa)  Grant  or  deny  applications  of 
foreign  air  carriers  for  renewal  of 
exemptions  granted  pursuant  to  section 
416(b)(7)  of  the  Act. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19607  Filed  7-1-81:  845  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-44 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  13 
[Docket  No.  91001 

Sunkist  Growers,  Inc.;  Prohibited 
Trade  Practices  and  Affirmative 
Corrective  Actions 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Final  order. 

summary:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  that 
Sunkist  Growers,  Inc.  (“Sunkist”),  a 
-  Sherman  Oaks,  Calif.,  processor  and 
marketer  of  citrus  fruit  timely  divest,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  order, 
the  assets  and  properties  constituting 
the  Arizona  Products  Division  (“APD"), 
and  offer  the  purchaser,  annually  for 
four  years,  a  prescribed  volume  of  citrus 
fruit  for  processing.  Respondent  is  also 
barred  from  using  a  non-Sunkist  plant  to 
process  citrus  fruit  packed  in  Yuma 
County,  Ariz.  until  it  has  first  offered  the 
opportunity  to  the  acquirer  of  APD. 
Additionally,  the  order  requires 
respondent,  for  specified  periods,  to 
limit  the  number  of  its  commercial 
packinghouse  affiliations  and  refrain 
from  acquiring,  without  prior 
Commission  approval,  any  California  or 
Arizona  commercial  citrus  fruit 
processing  plant  or  packinghouse. 

DATES:  Complaint  issued  May  31. 1977. 
Order  issued  May  5, 1981. 1 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
FTC/C,  E.  Perry  Johnson,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580,  (202)  523-3601. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Tuesday,  Feb.  24, 1981,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  46  FR 
13730,  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Sunkist 
Growers,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  for  the 
purpose  of  soliciting  public  comment. 
Interested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the 
issuance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form 
contemplated  by  the  agreement,  made 
its  jurisdictional  findings  and  entered  its 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and /or 
corrective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows;  Subpart — 


1  Copies  of  the  Complaint  and  the  Decision  and 
Order  filed  with  the  original  document. 
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Acquiring  Corporate  Stock  or  Assets: 

§  13.5  Acquiring  corporate  stock  or 
assets,  13.5-20  FTC  Act;  §  13.6 
Arrangements,  connections,  dealings, 
etc.  Subpart — Ccorrective  Actions  and/ 
or  Requirements:  §  13.533  Corrective 
actions  and/or  requirements,  §  13.533-51 
Making  supply  of  product(s)  available  to 
competitors. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec.  7, 

38  Stat.  731,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  45, 18) 
Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19392  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6750-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

23  CFR  Parts  450  and  630 

49  CFR  Part  613 

[FHWA  Docket  No.  80-24,  Notice  4] 

Urban  Transportation  Planning 

Note. — This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Tuesday,  June  30, 
1981.  It  is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet 
requirements  for  publication  on  the  Monday/ 
Thursday  schedule  assigned  to  the 
Department  of  Transportation. 

AGENCIES:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA)  and  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Administration 
(UMTA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  further  postponement 
of  pending  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  On  February  4, 1981,  pursuant 
to  a  January  29  memorandum  from  the 
President,  the  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT)  postponed  the 
effective  dates  of  all  DOT  regulations 
which  had  been  published  as  final  rules 
but  had  not  yet  taken  effect.  On  March 
25, 1981,  the  FHWA  and  UMTA  further 
postponed  the  Urban  Transportation 
Planning;  Transportation  Improvement 
Program  regulation  published  at  46  FR 
5702,  January  19, 1981.  This  document 
postpones  this  action  for  an  additional 
30  days. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

FHWA:  Stanley  H.  Abramson,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  (202)  426-0762;  or 
UMTA:  John  Collins,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  (202)  426-1908,  both  located  at 
400  Seventh  Street,  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  FHWA  office  hours  are  from 
7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m.  ET  and  UMTA 


office  hours  are  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.  ET,  Monday  through  Friday. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  29, 1981,  a  memorandum  was 
issued  by  the  President  which,  among 
other  things,  directed  executive  agencies 
to  postpone  for  60  days  the  effective 
dates  of  regulations  which  had  been 
issued  but  were  scheduled  to  become 
effective  during  that  60-day  period.  The 
Department  of  Transportation  on 
February  4, 1981,  pursuant  to  the 
President’s  memorandum,  postponed  the 
effective  dates  of  all  Department  of 
Transportation  regulations  covered  by 
the  President’s  directive  until  March  31, 
1981. 

The  purpose  of  this  initial 
postponement  was  to  afford  the 
government  the  opportunity  to  review 
these  recently  issued,  but  not  yet 
effective,  regulations.  As  a  result  of  their 
reviews,  the  FHWA  and  UMTA 
postponed  the  effective  date  of  the 
Urban  Transportation  Planning; 
Transportation  Improvement  Program 
regulation  (46  FR  5702,  January  19, 1981) 
for  90  days  (46  FR  19233,  March  30, 

1981).  This  document  postpones 
regulatory  action  for  an  additional  30 
days.  By  so  postponing  this  regulation, 
the  FHWA  and  UMTA  continue  in  effect 
all  current  requirements  and  provisions 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  this 
rule  would  have  amended  had  it  become 
effective. 

Before  the  end  of  the  additional  30- 
day  review  period,  the  FHWA  and  - 
UMTA  intend  to  issue  an  interim  final 
rule  which  would  allow  those  provisions 
of  the  postponed  rule  which  would 
reduce  red  tape  and  provide  for 
streamlining  to  go  into  effect.  In 
addition,  the  rule  would  update  the 
existing  joint  FHWA/UMTA  regulations 
to  include  recent  legislative  changes. 
Further  regulatory  action  will  be 
deferred  pending  a  comprehensive 
review  of  the  urban  transportation 
planning  process. 

The  FHWA  and  UMTA  have 
determined  that  the  initial  postponement 
has  provided  an  inadequate  amount  of 
time  to  make  a  decision  concerning 
appropriate  revisions  to  the  postponed 
rule.  The  agencies  believe  that  good 
cause  exists  for  further  postponing  the 
effective  date  of  this  regulation  and  that 
such  postponement  is  in  the  public 
interest.  The  postponed  rule  has  been 
the  subject  of  extensive  public  comment. 
Further  review  of  the  postponed  rule  by 
FHWA  and  UMTA  will  include  full 
consideration  of  the  public  comments 
received.  For  these  reasons  and  because 
this  regulation  would  otherwise  go  into 
effect  without  this  action,  additional 


notice  and  public  participation  on  this 
change  of  effective  date  is 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this 
postponement  effective  immediately. 

Neither  the  rule  as  issued  nor  its 
postponement  are  major  actions  within 
the  meaning  of  Executive  Order  12291. 

Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  the 
following  rule  is  postponed  until  July  31, 
1981: 

Urban  Transportation  Planning; 
Transportation  Improvement  Program 
(23  CFR  Parts  450,  630;  49  CFR  Part  613) 
published  at  46  FR  5702,  January  19, 

1981. 

(Executive  Order  12291;  23  U.S.C.  101(e), 
104(f)(3),  134,  and  315;  secs.  3,  5,  and  8  of  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1602, 1604,  and  1607); 
secs.  110, 172, 174,  and  176  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act;  and  49  CFR  1.48(b)  and  1.51) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Numbers  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning,  and  Construction;  20.500,  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Capital  Grants;  20.501, 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Capital 
Improvement  Loans;  and  20.507,  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Capital  and  Operating 
Assistance  Formula  Grants.  The  provisions  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-95  regarding  State  and 
local  clearinghouse  review  of  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  programs  and  projects 
apply  to  these  programs) 

Issued  on  June  26, 1981. 

Richard  B.  Robertson, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Planning, 

Federal  Highway  Administration. 

Arthur  E.  Teele,  Jr., 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19368  Filed  6-29-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-22-M 

23  CFR  Parts  625  and  655,  Subpart  F 

National  Standards  for  Traffic  Control 
Devices;  Manual  on  Uniform  Traffic 
Control  Devices 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  response  to  requests 
for  interpretations  of  the  Manual  on 
Uniform  Traffic  Control  Devices. 

SUMMARY:  The  FHWA  is  providing 
notice  of  actions  taken  in  response  to 
requests  for  interpretations  of  various 
provisions  of  the  Manual  on  Uniform 
Traffic  Control  Devices  (MUTCD).  The 
MUTCD  contains  the  standards  for 
traffic  control  devices  which  have  been 
approved  by  the  FHWA  for  use  on  all 
streets  and  highways  open  to  public 
travel.  It  is  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  as  prescribed  in  49  CFR  Part  7, 
Appendix  D,  and  may  be  purchased 
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from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402  ($18.00). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  C.  Partlow,  Office  of  Traffic 
Operations,  (202)  426-0411,  or  Mr. 

Stanley  H.  Abramson,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel.  (202)  426-0754,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Office  hours  are  from  7:45  a.m.  to 
4:15  p.m.,  ET.,  Monday  through  Friday. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
FHWA  prepares  and  issues  the  national 
standards  for  traffic  control  devices 
used  on  all  streets  and  highways  open  to 
public  travel.  These  standards  are 
published  in  the  MUTCD  which  has 
been  incorporated  by  reference  into  title 
23,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Parts 
625  and  655  (23  CFR  625  and  655).  The 
FHWA,  upon  request,  provides 
interpretations  of  specific  provisions  of 
the  standards  in  the  MUTCD. 
Interpretations  are  made  under  the 
authority  of  23  U.S.C.  109(d),  315,  and 
402(a),  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  1A-6  of  the 
MUTCD.  Each  request  for  interpretation 
is  considered  in  relation  to  previous 
requests,  if  any,  regarding  the  specific 
provision,  records  of  deliberations 
leading  to  adoption  of  the  provision  as  a 
standard,  the  FHWA’s  experience  in 
administering  the  standards,  and  other 
sources  of  information  as  appropriate.  In 
addition  to  the  issuance  of 
interpretations,  the  FHWA’s  response  to 
requests  for  interpretations  may  include 
the  grant  of  exceptions  or  consideration 
of  rulemaking  in  appropriate  instances. 

Notices  of  interpretations  are 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
periodically  to  inform  the  public,  users 
of  the  standards  and  holders  of  the 
MUTCD.  Although  published 
interpretations  are  considered  final, 
comments  on  these  actions  may  be  sent 
to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
Office  of  Traffic  Operations,  HTO-21, 
400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590. 

Each  request  has  been  assigned  an 
identification  number  which  indicates, 
by  Roman  numeral,  the  organizational 
part  of  the  MUTCD  affected  and,  by 
Arabic  numeral,  the  order  in  which  the 
request  was  received. 

Index  of  Requests 

1.  Signs  (Part  II) 

(a)  Request  11-30  (Intr.),  Modification 
of  Letter  and  Numeral  Sizes  for 
Substandard  Freeways. 

(b)  Request  11-32  (Intr.),  Use  of  School 
Advance  Sign  and  School  Speed  Limit 
Signs  at  Specific  Locations. 

(c)  Request  11—35  (Intr.),  High  Visibility 
Yellow  Traffic  Posts. 


(d)  Request  II-40  (Intr.),  Use  of  Light 
Blue  Auxiliary  Panels  on  Appalachian 
Highways. 

(e)  Request  U-47  (Intr.),  Number  of 
Mandatory  Advance  Guide  Signs. 

2.  Markings  (Part  III) 

Request  III— 11  (Intr.),  Dotted  Line 
Extension  at  Entrance  Ramps. 

3.  Signals  (Part  IV) 

(a)  Request  IV-7  (Intr.),  Conflict 
Between  Steady  Red  Traffic  Signal 
Indications  and  Flashing  Red  Railroad 
Signals. 

(b)  Request  IV-16  (Intr.),  Signal 
Display  for  Exclusive  Phase  of  Turn 
Signal. 

4.  Traffic  Controls  for  Street  and 
Highway  Construction  and 
Maintenance  Operations  (Part  VI) 

Request  IV-19  (Intr.),  Use  of  30-Gallon 
Drums. 

1.  Signs  (Part  II) 

(a)  Request  11-30  (Intr.),  Modification 
of  Letter  and  Numeral  Sizes  for 
Substandard  Freeways.  The  New  York 
State  Department  of  Transportation 
(NYDOT)  requested  that  the  principles 
and  intent  of  the  MUTCD  as  applied  to 
unusual  conditions  should  be 
interpreted  to  permit  the  use  of  letters 
and  numerals  on  parkway  guide  signs  in 
New  York  State  that  are  smaller  than 
those  specified  in  Table  II— 2,  pages  2F-5, 
2F-6  and  2F-7  of  the  MUTCD.  The 
requested  interpretation  would  also 
permit  the  use  of  smaller  guide  signs. 

Certain  highways  within  New  York 
State  are  classified  by  the  State  as 
“parkways."  Most  were  built  many 
years  ago  and  predate  current  design 
standards  for  freeways.  They  were 
intended  for  recreational  use  and  for 
access  to  State  parks.  They  were 
developed  as  linear  parks  with 
substantial  landscaping,  narrow  travel 
lanes,  and  narrow  or  nonexistent 
shoulders  creating  an  aesthetic  but 
closed  environment.  However,  since 
there  is  complete  control  of  access  along 
the  parkways,  they  are  classified  as 
"freeways"  for  signing  purposes  under 
the  terms  of  the  MUTCD.  Many  of  the 
parkway  signs  presently  have  lettering 
smaller  than  the  sizes  required  by  the 
MUTCD  for  freeways. 

Table  II— 2  in  Part  F  of  the  MUTCD 
specifies  sizes  of  letters  and  numerals 
for  freeway  guide  signs.  These  sizes 
have  been  developed  through  testing 
and  research  based  on  the  principle  that 
it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
legibility,  size  and  placement  of  highway 
signs  permit  the  motorist  an  adequate 
period  of  time  to  understand  and 
respond  to  the  sign  message. 


Section  2F-3  of  the  MUTCD  states 
that  standards  prescribed  for  sign  letter 
sizes  on  freeways  are  the  same  for  both 
urban  and  rural  areas.  Space  is  often  at 
a  premium  on  urban  sections,  but  the 
typical  traffic  pattern  is  more  complex 
for  the  driver  to  negotiate  and  large, 
easy-to-read  copy  is,  therefore,  just  as 
necessary  as  on  rural  highways.  The 
lower  speed  characteristic  of  urban 
operation  may  well  support 
consideration  of  different  highway 
geometries  in  design,  but  do  not  justify 
different  sign  standards. 

The  MUTCD  presently  recognizes  that 
for  some  situations,  for  example, 
overhead  installations,  concessions 
have  to  be  made  in  the  lettering  and 
spacing  standards  to  accommodate  the 
sign  within  a  limited  space. 

However,  the  NYDOT  contends  that 
smaller  lettering  and  sign  sizes  are 
satisfactory  for  its  urban  parkways 
where  most  traffic  consists  of  regular 
repeat  drivers  and  where  trucks  are 
prohibited.  The  State  also  contends  that 
the  present  sign  panels  cannot 
accommodate  the  larger  standard  size 
letters  and  numerals.  Use  of  standard 
letters  and  numerals  would  require 
replacement  of  existing  panels  with 
larger  panels  which  would  disrupt  the 
aesthetic  qualities  and  developed 
environment  of  the  parkways  and 
impose  an  excessive  and  unjustifiable 
cost. 

In  reviewing  this  request  the  FHWA 
found  insufficient  basis  in  the  provisions 
of  the  MUTCD  for  allowing  letters  and 
numerals  smaller  than  those  specified  in 
Table  U-2  for  general  use  on  linear 
parkway  guide  signs  in  either  urban  or 
rural  areas.  However,  the  FHWA  also 
determined  that  the  intent  of  the 
NYDOT  request  was  for  an  exception  to 
the  standards  for  use  on  specific 
highways  rather  than  for  an 
interpretation  that  would  have  general 
application  nationwide.  In  consideration 
of  the  uniqueness  of  the  situation  and 
the  exceptional  circumstances  involved, 
the  FHWA  has  granted  the  NYDOT  a 
waiver  of  the  letter  and  numeral  size 
requirements  of  Table  II— 2  for  specific 
linear  parkways  on  a  section  by  section 
basis. 

(b)  Request  11-32  (Intr.),  Use  of  School 
Advance  Sign  and  School  Speed  Limit 
Sign  at  Specific  Locations.  The  School 
Speed  Limit  sign  assembly  is  required 
where  a  reduced  speed  zone  for  a  school 
area  has  been  established  or  when  a 
speed  limit  is  specified  for  such  areas  by 
statute.  The  sign  assembly  consists  of  an 
8-inch  high  rectangular  top  panel  with 
the  legend  SCHOOL  in  blade  on  a 
yellow  background  (sign  S4-3),  a  Speed 
.  Limit  sign,  and  a  bottom  panel 
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indicating  the  specific  time  periods  that 
the  speed  limit  applies. 

The  city  of  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana, 
requested  an  interpretation  which  would 
permit  the  use  of  the  School  Advance 
sign  (Si— 1)  as  a  substitute  for  the  top 
panel.  The  School  Advance  sign  is 
pentagonal  in  shape  with  the  silhouette 
of  two  children  in  black  on  a  yellow 
background.  This  sign  has  a  minimum 
height  of  30  inches. 

The  MUTCD  states  that  the  School 
Advance  sign  is  intended  for  use  where 
school  buildings  or  grounds  are  adjacent 
to  the  highway  and  that  it  may  be  used 
in  advance  of  school  crossings  not 
adjacent  to  school  grounds.  The  only 
mandated  use  of  the  School  Advance 
sign  is  in  advance  of  the  School 
Crossing  sign  (S2-1). 

The  FHWA  has  determined  that  the 
S4-3  SCHOOL  panel  is  the  proper  panel 
to  use  with  the  School  Speed  Limit  sign 
assembly,  since  the  use  of  the  Advance 
School  sign  would  effect  an  excessive 
increase  in  the  height  of  the  assembly. 
This  interpretation,  however,  does  not 
preclude  the  permissive  use  of  the  S4-3 
SCHOOL  panel  and  the  Sl-1  School 
Advance  sign  in  the  same  general  area. 

(cj  Request  11-35  (Intr.),  High 
Visibility  Yellow  Traffic  Posts. 
Southwest  Pipes,  Incorporated, 
requested  an  interpretation  to  determine 
if  high  visibility  yellow  or  other  colors 
are  acceptable  for  the  supports  of 
delineators  and  small  signs,  and,  if  so, 
must  the  colors  used  comply  with  the 
pavement  marking  color  code  of  the 
MUTCD. 

The  FHWA  has  determined  that  since 
the  MUTCD  does  not  specify  the  color 
for  small  sign  supports,  high  visibility 
yellow  and  other  colors  are  acceptable 
for  these  supports  provided  these  colors 
are  not  reflectorized.  The  MUTCD  is 
explicit  on  the  use  of  reflectorization. 
The  FHWA  recommends  against  the 
color  coding  of  small  sign  supports. 

The  MUTCD  also  does  not  specify  the 
color  for  delineator  supports.  However, 
the  effectiveness  of  delineators  is 
subject  to  the  distinct  visibility  of  a 
small,  color-coded,  light  reflecting 
device.  The  improper  or  indiscriminate 
use  of  color  on  delineator  supports  could 
severely  impair  the  effectiveness  of 
delineators,  particularly  where  the  area 
of  a  support  facing  oncoming  traffic 
exceeds  the  reflecting  area  of  the 
delineator.  The  predominant  color  of 
delineator  reflective  units  is  white  or  . 
yellow.  The  mixing  of  these  two 
predominant  colors  on  a  delineator 
assembly  might  create  confusion  to  the 
motorist.  Thus,  the  FHWA  believes  it  is 
inappropriate  to  mix  these  two  colors  on 
a  delineator  assembly. 


(d)  Request  11-40  (Intr.),  Use  of  Light 
Blue  Auxiliary  Panels  on  Appalachian 
Highways.  Section  2D-12  of  the  MUTCD 
requires  that  all  route  marker  auxiliary 
panels  shall  match  the  color 
combination  of  the  route  marker  that 
they  supplement.  The  Appalachian 
Regional  Commission  requested  an 
interpretation  which  would  permit  the 
use  of  the  legend  APPALACHIAN 
HIGHWAY  in  white  on  a  light  blue 
background  auxiliary  panel  to 
supplement  the  standard  black  and 
white  route  markers  for  those  highways 
forming  the  Appalachian  Development 
Highway  System.  Route  markers 
identifying  this  system  are  not  covered 
in  the  MUTCD. 

The  FHWA  has  determined  that  this 
request  concerns  a  unique  situation 
which  does  not  have  general 
application,  and  will  grant  an  exception 
to  the  provisions  of  Section  2D-12  which 
is  applicable  solely  to  the  Appalachian 
Development  Highway  System. 

The  white  on  light  blue  auxiliary 
panels  will  not  be  permitted  for  use  on 
junction  assemblies  on  crossroad 
approaches  to  the  Appalachian 
Development  Highways. 

(e)  Request  11-47  (Intr.),  Number  of 
Mandatory  Advance  Guide  Signs.  The 
1971  edition  of  the  MUTCD  provided 
that  for  major  interchanges  on 
expressways  and  freeways,  two 
advance  guide  signs  should  be  used.  The 
recommended  distances  for  their 
placement  were  1  and  2  miles  in 
advance  of  the  exit.  The  1978  edition  of 
the  MUTCD  provides  that  two  and 
preferably  three  advance  guide  signs 
should  be  used  placed  one-half,  1  and  2 
miles  in  advance  of  the  exit.  The 
Alabama  Highway  Department 
indicated  that  the  1978  MUTCD  version 
might  be  interpreted  to  mandate  the  use 
of  at  least  two  advance  guide  signs  and 
requested  a  clarification  of  this 
provision. 

The  FHWA  has  issued  the  following 
interpretation  in  response  to  this 
request: 

Each  major  and  intermediate 
interchange  is  required  to  have  an  exit 
direction  sign  and  from  one  to  four 
advance  guide  signs  depending  on 
interchange  spacing,  design,  and  traffic 
conditions.  This  does  not  include  any 
duplicate  signs  placed  on  the  left  side  of 
the  roadway  or  interchange  sequence 
series  signs.  Since  gore  signs  are  not 
classified  as  interchange  guide  signs, 
they  are  not  included  in  minimum  or 
maximum  requirements. 

2.  Markings  (Part  111) 

Request  IIl-ll  (Intr.),  Dotted  Line 
Extension  at  Entrance  Ramps.  The 
MUTCD  Section  3B-7  covers  pavement 


marking  extensions  through 
interchanges.  This  section,  though  it 
does  not  specifically  address  markings 
for  roadway  exit  or  entrance  ramps, 
does  make  reference  to  Figure  3-11, 
Typical  Exit  Ramp  Markings,  which 
illustrates  an  optional  dotted  line 
extension  of  the  right  edgeline  at  exit 
ramps.  Figure  3-12,  Typical  Entrance 
Ramp  Markings,  does  not  illustrate  the 
dotted  line  extension  at  entrance  ramps. 

The  Nebraska  State  Highway 
Department  has  asked  if  it  is  permissible 
to  extend  a  dotted  line  through  the 
entrance  ramp  area  of  interchanges.  The 
merits  of  a  dotted  line  extension  of  the 
right  edgeline  at  these  locations  are 
readily  apparent  for  through  drivers 
tracking  on  the  edgeline,  especially  at 
night  or  during  inclement  weather. 
However,  the  situation  at  entrance 
ramps  is  different  from  exit  ramps.  A 
motorist  entering  the  freeway  at  the 
entrance  ramp  encounters  a  right  side 
ramp  edgeline  which  converges  into  a 
dotted  line  giving  the  appearance  that 
the  right  lane  tapers  to  an  end.  It  is  not 
common  for  drivers  to  encounter  lines 
that  converge  within  their  driving  lane. 

The  FHWA  has  determined  that  the 
use  of  dotted  lines  through  entrance 
ramps  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
MUTCD.  Based  upon  successful  use  in 
two  States  with  a  dotted  extension  of 
the  right  edgeline  at  entrance  ramps,  it  is 
considered  an  acceptable  practice. 

3.  Signals  (Part  IV) 

(a)  Request  1V-7  (Intr.),  Conflict 
Between  Steady  Red  Traffic  Signal 
Indications  and  Flashing  Red  Railroad 
Signals.  The  State  of  Washington 
Department  of  Transportation  requested 
an  interpretation  on  whether  there  is 
conflict  between  steady  red  traffic 
signal  indications  and  flashing  red 
railroad  signals  when  the  highway 
intersection  and  the  railroad  crossing 
are  in  proximity.  In  the  specific  example 
cited,  both  the  flashing  red  railroad 
signals  and  the  steady  red  traffic  signals 
are  mounted  on  the  same  cantilever 
mast  arm  support.  The  FHWA  has 
determined  that  there  is  no  conflict  in 
the  MUTCD  in  this  regard.  Although 
there  may  be  a  difference  in  the 
understanding  of  the  meanings  of  these 
signals,  the  maximum  prohibition  of  the 
steady  red  stop  signal  applies.  Very  few 
problems  have  been  recorded  as  a  result 
of  these  displays.  However,  the  addition 
of  gates,  separate  mounts  for  the 
highway  intersection  and  railroad 
signals  or  the  use  of  a  flashing  mode  for 
the  highway  signals  under  preemption  . 
may  clarify  the  difference  between  the 
displays. 
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(b)  Request  IV-16  (Intr.),  Signal 
Display  for  Permissive /Protected  Left- 
Turn  Phasing.  The  Tennessee 
Department  of  Transportation  (TNDOT) 
requested  an  interpretation  of  a  previous 
official  ruling  (Sg-38)  as  to  whether  the 
simultaneous  display  of  a  CIRCULAR 
GREEN  and  a  left-turn  GREEN  ARROW 
in  the  same  signal  head  Over  an 
exclusive  left-turn  lane  is  permissible  at 
locations  where  permissive/protected 
left-turn  phasing  is  used.  The  TNDOT 
states  that  the  simultaneous  display  of 
these  two  signal  indications  would  make 
the  installation  of  additional,  expensive 
equipment  for  separate  signal 
indications  unnecessary. 

Official  Ruling  Sg-38  (Chng.),  does  not 
address  the  permissive/protective  left- 
turn  phasing  situation  described  in  the 
Tennessee  request.  The  FHWA  has 
determined  that  under  the  MUTCD,  as 
presently  written,  it  is  acceptable  for 
permissive/protected  left-turn  phasing, 
regardless  of  the  lateral  position  of  the 
signal  faces,  to  display  a  CIRCULAR 
GREEN  with  a  left-turn  GREEN  ARROW 
in  the  signal  face  that  controls  left-turn 
traffic.  The  sign  LEFT  TURN  SIGNAL 
shall  not  be  used  with  the  signal  display. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  FHWA,  the 
preferred  practice  for  permissive/ 
protected  left-turn  operation,  is  to  locate 
the  signal  face  that  controls  turning 
traffic:  (1)  Over  the  lane  line  between 
the  exclusive  left-turn  lane(s)  and  the 
adjacent  through  lane,  or  (2)  Over  the 
through  lane  that  is  adjacent  to  the 
exclusive  left-turn  lane. 

For  permissive/protected  left-turn 
operation,  the  circular  lens  display  on 
each  of  the  several  signal  heads, 
regardless  of  location,  which  control  a 
specific  approach,  shall  display  the 
same  color  indication  during  each 
interval.  Any  specific  information 
concerning  protected  turning  movements 
shall  be  displayed  by  means  of  a  green 
turn  arrow  incorporated  into  the  signal 
face  nearest  the  proper  lane. 

In  the  case  of  protected  only  left-turn 
phasing:  a  left-turn  signal  display  for  an 
exclusive  turn  lane  shall  not  display 
permissive  circular  indications  and  the 
sign  LEFT  TURN  SIGNAL  shall  be 
located  adjacent  to  each  left-turn  signal 
face  unless  the  face  consists  entirely  of 
arrow  indications  (reference  Section  4B- 
12(4)  of  the  MUTCD). 

4.  Traffic  Controls  for  Street  and 
Highway  Construction  and 
Maintenance  Operations  (PART  VI) 

Request  VI-19  (Intr.),  Use  of  30-Gallon 
Drums.  The  1971  edition  of  the  MUTCD 
provided  that  drums  set  on  end  and 
used  for  traffic  warning  or 
channelization  in  construction  and 
maintenance  work  areas  should  usually 


be  of  30-to  55-gallon  capacity.  A  change 
in  the  MUTCD  approved  on  November 
22, 1977,  eliminated  the  gallon  capacity 
standard  for  drum  sizes  and  substituted 
the  requirements  that  drums  shall  be 
approximately  36  inches  in  height  and  18 
inches  in  diameter.  A  private  individual 
requested  a  determination  as  to  whether 
the  present  height  requirement  of 
"approximately”  36  inches  permits  the 
use  of  30-gallon  drums,  which  are  about 
27  inches  in  height. 

The  FHWA  has  reviewed  the 
background  material  pertaining  to  the 
November  22, 1977,  change  in  the 
standards  and  has  determined  that  one 
specific  intent  of  the  change  was  to 
eliminate  the  use  of  30-gallon  drums  as 
traffic  control  devices.  Accordingly,  the 
current  standard  would  not  permit  the 
use  of  such  drums. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning  and  Construction.  The  provisions  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-95  regarding  State  and 
local  clearinghouse  review  of  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  programs  and  projects 
apply  to  this  program). 

Issued  on  June  25, 1981. 

R.  A.  Barnhart, 

Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19380  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Part  1 
[TD  7781] 

Income  Tax;  Taxable  Years  Beginning 
After  December  31, 1953;  Imputed 
Interest 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  regulations. 

summary:  This  document  provides  final 
regulations  under  section  482  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  relating 
to  interest  rates  applicable  to  loans  and 
advances  between  two  or  more 
organizations,  trades  or  businesses  that 
are  under  common  ownership  or  control. 
It  also  provides  final  regulations  under 
section  483  relating  to  interest  rates 
applicable  to  certain  deferred  payment 
transactions. 

DATES:  The  regulations  under  section 

482  are  effective  with  respect  to  loans  or 
advances  made  on  or  after  July  1, 1981. 
Similarly,  the  regulations  under  section 

483  are  effective  with  respect  to  sales  or 
exchanges  occurring  on  or  after  July  1, 
1981.  The  regulations,  however,  contain 
transitional  rules  applicable  to  certain 
loans  or  advances  and  certain  sales  or 
exchanges  made  after  July  1, 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  G.  Schmalz  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111 
Constitution  Ave.,  NW,  Washington, 

D.C.  20224,  Attention  CC:LR:T.  202-566- 
3288,  not  a  toll-free  call. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  482  gives  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  the  authority  to  allocate  gross 
income  and  deductions  between  or 
among  two  or  more  commonly- 
controlled  organizations,  trades  or 
businesses  in  order  to  clearly  reflect 
income  or  to  prevent  the  evasion  of 
taxes.  These  regulations  adjust  the  safe 
haven  range  of  interest  rates  and  the 
imputed  interest  rate  applied  to  loans  or 
advances  between  such  entities,  section 
483(b)  (2)  and  (c)  (1)  gives  the  Secretary 
of  Treasury  the  authority  to  set  the 
imputed  interest  rate  and  the  test  rate 
that  is  applied  to  certain  deferred 
payment  contracts.  These  regulations 
adjust  these  interest  rates  under 
sections  482  and  483  to  levels  that  more 
closely  reflect  current  market  rates  of 
interest  in  the  United  States  economy. 

On  August  29, 1980,  the  Federal 
Register  published  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Income  Tax 
Regulations  [26  CFR  Part  1)  under 
sections  482  and  483  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  amendments 
were  proposed  to  adjust  the  interest 
rates  used  under  these  two  sections  in 
order  for  those  rates  to  more  closely 
reflect  interest  rates  prevalent  in  the 
United  States  economy.  The  proposed 
regulations  contained  an  additional 
proposed  amendment  to  the  regulations 
under  section  482,  i.e.  that  the  safe 
haven  rule  in  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of 
§  1.482-2  will  not  apply  to  interest  paid 
or  accrued  on  loans  or  advances  the 
interest  or  principal  of  which  is 
denominated  in  a  currency  other  than 
United  States  dollars.  Under  this 
proposed  rule,  the  other  provisions 
§  1.482-2(a)  would  continue  to  apply  to 
these  foreign  currency  loans  and 
advances.  Public  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulations  were  received.  A 
public  hearing  was  held  on  January  8, 
1981.  After  consideration  of  all 
comments  regarding  the  proposed 
amendments,  those  amendments  are 
adopted  as  revised  by  this  Treasury 
decision.  The  remainder  of  this 
preamble  discusses  the  major  comments 
from  the  public  and  the  changes  made  to 
the  proposed  regulations.  It  also  sets 
forth  additional  information  required  by 
paragraph  14  (c)  of  the  Treasury 
Directive  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  November  8. 1978  (43  FR 
52120). 
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Appropriateness  of  the  Proposed 
Interest  Rates 

A  number  of  commentators  asserted 
that  the  interest  rates  proposed  under 
section  483  are  higher  than  the 
prevailing  market  interest  rates  used  for 
deferred-payment  sales  of  property  in 
their  part  of  the  country.  Accordingly, 
these  commentators  suggested  that 
lower  interest  rates  be  established  for 
these  transactions.  The  legislative 
history  under  section  483  states  that  the 
Treasury  Department  should  use  the 
"going  rate”  of  interest  in  setting  the 
imputed  interest  rate  under  section  483. 
The  Treasury  Department  feels  that  the 
interest  rates  in  these  regulations  more 
closely  reflect  the  market  interest  rates 
that  are  prevalent  throughout  the  United 
States. 

Effect  of  Higher  Imputed  Interest  Rates 
on  Purchasers  of  Property 

Many  commentators  asserted  that  the 
proposed  interest  rates  under  section 
438  would  make  it  more  difficult  for 
purchasers  of  property  by  forcing  up 
interest  payments.  These  comments  are 
based  on  the  assumption  that  section 
483  actually  increases  the  amounts  that 
the  purchaser  must  pay  the  seller  under 
deferred-payment  sales  contracts.  In 
fact,  section  483  does  not  affect  the 
amount  that  a  buyer  must  pay  the  seller 
under  a  deferred-payment  sales 
contract.  It  affects  only  the 
characterization  of  the  amounts  paid  as 
interest  or  principal  for  federal  income 
tax  purposes. 

Difference  in  Interest  Rates  Used  under 
Sections  482  and  483 

A  number  of  commentators  expressed 
concern  about  the  fact  that  the  interest 
rates  proposed  under  section  482  were 
higher  than  the  interest  rates  proposed 
under  section  483.  Some  of  these 
commentators  argued  that  deferred- 
payment  sales  between  commonly- 
controlled  organizations  or  trades  or 
business  (possibly  including  sales 
between  family  members  under  certain 
circumstances)  should  not  be  subject  to 
higher  imputed  interest  rates  than 
deferred-payment  sales  between 
unrelated  parties.  The  final  regulations 
resolve  this  question  by  providing  that, 
in  the  event  the  literal  terms  of  both 
sections  482  and  483  apply  to  a 
transaction,  the  lower  section  483  rates 
will  be  applicable  to  determine  whether 
the  stated  interest  is  too  low  and,  if  so, 
how  much  additional  interest  should  be 
imputed.  However,  the  section  482 
regulations  will  remain  applicable  to 
determine  whether  the  stated  interest  is 
excessive. 


Nonapplicability  of  Safe  Haven  to 
Foreign  Currency  Loans 

Several  commentators  expressed 
concern  about  the  rule  that  foreign 
currency  loans  are  not  covered  by  the 
safe  haven  rule  in  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of 
§  1.482-2.  The  reason  for  excluding 
foreign  currency  loans  from  the  safe 
haven  rule  is  that  each  country  has  a 
different  pattern  of  nominal  market 
interest  rates  which  depend  on  such 
factors  as  the  rate  of  inflation  and  the 
stability  of  the  local  economy.  Because 
of  this  difference  in  interest  rates,  a  safe 
haven  range  that  uses  interest  rates  that 
are  reasonable  for  loans  and  advances 
made  in  U.S.  dollars  could  be  very 
inappropriate  for  loans  and  advances 
made  in  currencies  other  than  U.S. 
dollars.  Having  a  particular  safe  haven 
for  each  currency,  as  some  suggested, 
would  be  impractical  since  it  would  not 
be  administratively  feasible  to  keep 
each  of  these  many  safe  havens  current 
As  a  result,  foreign  currency  loans  will 
be  tested  under  the  arm’s  length 
standard  in  §  1.482-2(a)(2)(i)  or  the 
foreign  situs  rule  in  §  1.482— 2(a)(2)(ii) 
rather  than  the  safe  haven  rule  in 
§  1.482— 2(a)(2)(iii).  This  provision  of  the 
regulations  will  be  effective  for  loan  or 
advances  described  in  §  1.482- 
2(a)(2)(iii). 

Self-Adjusting  Mechanism 

A  number  of  comments  related  to  a 
statement  in  the  notice  of  proposed- 
rulemaking  to  the  effect  that  the 
Treasury  Department  was  considering 
adopting  a  self-adjusting  mehanism  for 
setting  the  interest  rates  under  sections 
482  and  483.  There  are  several 
administrative  and  technical  problems 
inherent  in  adopting  a  self-adjusting 
formula.  Questions  arise  as  to  what 
mechanism  to  use,  and  how  frequently 
the  interest  rate  should  be  adjusted 
under  the  mechanism.  The  Treasury 
Department  is  also  concerned  about  the 
burden  that  would  be  placed  both  on  the 
Service  and  on  taxpayers  in  obtaining 
the  interest  rate  under  such  a 
mechanism.  For  these  reasons,  the 
Treasury  Department  has  decided  not  to 
pursue  a  self-adjusting  mechanism  at 
this  time. 

State  Usury  Laws 

A  number  of  commentators 
complained  that  the  proposed  interest 
rates  conflict  with  state  usury  laws  that 
limit  the  amount  of  interest  that  can  be 
charged  in  certain  transactions.  Neither 
section  482  nor  section  483  require 
taxpayers  to  use  a  particular  rate  of 
interest  in  a  contract.  Taxpayers  can  use 
any  rate  of  interest,  including  a  zero 
interest  rate,  in  the  contract.  If  the 


interest  rate  used  fails  to  satisfy  the  safe 
harbor  under  section  482  or  the  test  rate 
under  section  483,  then  interest  may  be 
imputed  on  the  transaction,  but  only  for 
federal  tax  purposes.  The  interest 
payable  under  the  contract  is  not 
affected. 

Effective  Dates 

Several  commentators  asserted  that 
the  regulations  should  not  be  made 
effective  as  of  the  dates  stated  in  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking.  The  Treasury 
Department  has  decided  to  make  the 
regulations  effective,  generally,  on  July 
1, 1981. 

Additional  Information 

These  regulations  prescribe  interest 
rates  under  sections  482  and  483  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  applicable  to 
transactions  within  the  scope  of  those 
sections.  The  Service  has  considered  the 
direct  and  indirect  effects  of  these 
amendments  to  the  regulations  and  has 
determined  that  they  will  be 
insignificant  because  the  regulations 
affect  only  the  income  tax  consequences 
of  a  transaction,  not  the  actual  terms  of 
the  agreement  between  the  parties.  The 
amendments  to  the  regulations  create  no 
new  recordkeeping  or  reporting 
requirements. 

The  preceding  parts  of  this  preamble 
evidence  Service  consideration  of  the 
public  comments  and  respond  to  the 
more  significant  issues  raised  by  those 
comments.  Evaluation  of  the 
effectiveness  of  the  regulations  after 
issuance  will  be  based  on  comments 
received  from  offices  within  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  and  the  Treasury 
Department,  other  government  agencies, 
state  and  local  governments,  and  the 
public. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  these 
regulations  is  John  G.  Schmalz  of  the 
Legislation  and  Regulations  Division  of 
the  Office  of  Chief  Counsel.  However, 
personnel  from  other  offices  of  the  » 
Internal  Revenue  Service  and  Treasury 
Department  participated  in  developing 
the  regulations  both  on  matters  of 
substance  and  style. 

Adoption  of  Amendments  to  the 
Regulations 

After  careful  consideration,  the 
amendments  to  the  regulations  set  forth 
in  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  are 
adopted  with  the  following  changes: 

Paragraph  1.  The  following  changes 
are  made  to  the  amendments  to  §  1.482- 
2: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  is  changed  by 
removing  the  words  “such  date”  in 
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paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)(7),  and  by  inserting 
in  its  place  “July  1, 1981"  and  by 
removing  "August  29, 1980”  from 
paragraph  (a)(2)(iii(2)  and  inserting  in  its 
place  “July  1, 1981”. 

2.  Paragraph  (a)(5)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  “within  the  safe 
haven  of  paragraph  (a)(2)(iv)  of  this 
section"  in  the  second  sentence,  and  by 
adding  in  its  place  the  phrase  “within 
the  safe  haven  of  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of 
this  section.” 

3.  A  new  paragraph  (a)(7)  is  added. 

Par.  2.  The  following  changes  are 

made  to  the  amendments  to  §  1.483-1: 

1.  Certain  dates  are  changed  from 
September  29, 1980,  to  July  1, 1981. 

2.  Other  clerical  changes  are  made. 

The  revised  amendments  to  26  CFR 

Part  1  are  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  1.482-2  is 
amended  by  making  the  following 
changes  to  paragraph  (a)  of  §  1.482-2: 

1.  Paragraph  (l)(2)(ii)  of  §  1.482-2  is 
revised  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

2.  Paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of  §  1.482-2  is 
revised  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

3.  Paragraph  (a)(2)(iv)  of  §  1.482-2  is 
deleted. 

4.  Paragraph  (a)(5)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  "within  the  safe 
haven  of  paragraph  (a)(2)(iv)  of  this 
section”  in  the  second  sentence,  and  by 
adding  in  its  place  the  phrase  “within 
the  safe  haven  of  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of 
this  section.” 

5.  A  new  paragraph  (a)(7)  is  added. 

§  1.482-2  Determination  of  taxable  income 
in  specific  situations. 

(a)  Loans  or  advances  *  *  * 

(2)  Arm’s  length  interest  rate  *  *  * 

(ii)  Funds  obtained  at  situs  of 
borrower.  Notwithstanding  the  other 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this 
section,  if  the  loan  or  advance 
represents  the  proceeds  of  a  loan 
obtained  by  the  lender  at  the  situs  of  the 
borrower,  the  arm’s  length  rate  for  any 
taxable  year  shall  be  equal  to  the  rate 
actually  paid  by  the  lender  increased  by 
an  amount  which  reflects  the  costs  or 
deductions  incurred  by  the  lender  in 
borrowing  such  amounts  and  making 
such  loans,  unless  the  taxpayer 
establishes  a  more  appropriate  rate 
under  the  standards  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section. 

(iii)  Safe  haven  rule  for  certain  loans 
and  advances.  (A)  Paragraph  (a)(2)(iii) 
of  this  section  applies  to  interest  paid  or 
accrued — 

(1)  Pursuant  to  a  loan  or  advance 
(other  than  a  loan  or  advance  entered 
into  pursuant  to  a  binding  contract 
entered  into  prior  to  August  29, 1980), 
which  was  entered  into  on  or  after  July 
1. 1981,  and 


(2)  On  or  after  July  1, 1981,  pursuant  to 
a  demand  loan  or  advance. 

(B)  If  a  creditor  was  not  regularly 
engaged  in  the  business  of  making  loans 
or  advances  of  the  same  general  type  as 
the  loan  or  advance  in  question  to 
unrelated  parties,  the  arm’s  length  rate 
of  interest  to  which  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii) 
of  this  section  applies  shall  be  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph — 

(7)  The  rate  of  interest  actually 
charged  if  at  least  11,  but  not  in  excess 
of  13,  percent  per  annum  simple  interest, 
or 

(2)  12  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest  if  no  interest  was  charged  or  if 
the  rate  of  interest  charged  was  less 
than  11,  or  in  excess  of  13  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest,  unless  the 
taxpayer  establishes  a  more  appropriate 
rate  under  the  standards  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section.  For 
purposes  of  the  preceding  sentence,  if 
the  rate  actually  charged  is 
greater  than  13  percent  per  annum 
simple  interest  and  less  than  the  rate 
determined  under  the  standards  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this 
section,  or  if  the  rate  actually  charged  is 
less  than  11  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest  and  greater  than  the  rate 
determined  under  the  standards  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  the  section, 
then  the  rate  actually  charged  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  more  appropriate  rate 
under  the  standards  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section. 

(C)  In  order  to  determine  the  safe 
haven  interest  rate  for  other  loans  or 
advances,  see  26  CFR  1.482-2(a)(2) 
(revised  as  of  April  1, 1980). 

(D)  Paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of  this  section 
does  not  apply  to  any  loan  or  advance, 
the  interest  or  principal  amount  of 
which  is  expressed  in  a  currency  other 
than  U.S.  dollars. 

(5)  Relation  to  section  385.  If  a 
taxpayer  is  subject  both  to  section  482 
and  to  section  385  with  respect  to  a  loan, 
then  the  sections  will  be  applied  in  the 
following  order. 

(i)  First,  sections  385  and  1232  (and 
the  regulations  under  such  sections  and 
under  §  1.61— 12(c)(2))  are  applied  to 
determine: 

(A)  Whether  the  loan  is  treated  as 
stock  or  indebtedness; 

(B)  Whether  a  capital  contribution  or 
a  distribution  under  section  301  is 
imputed;  and 

(C)  Whether  there  is  original  issue 
discount  or  bond  premium. 

(ii)  Second,  section  482  is  applied. 

The  fact  that  a  stated  rate  of  interest  on 
a  loan  falls  within  the  safe  haven  of 
paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  of  this  section  does 
not  preclude  the  application  of  section 


385  to  such  loan.  However,*  the  interest 
rate  actually  charged  (within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (a)(4)  of  this 
section)  after  application  of  sections  385 
and  1232  will  ordinarily  be  considered 
an  arm’s  length  interest  rate  for 
purposes  of  section  482.  If  a  loan  is 
classified  as  stock  under  section  385. 
then  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
(a)  is  inapplicable. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(7)  Relation  to  section  483.  If  a 
taxpayer  is  subject  to  section  482  and  to 
section  483  with  respect  to  the 
appropriateness  of  an  interest  rate  used 
in  a  transaction,  then  section  482  and 
section  483  will  be  applied  in  the 
following  order: 

(i)  First,  section  483  is  applied  to 
determine  whether  there  is  unstated 
interest  on  the  contract,  and  if  so.  to 
impute  interest. 

(ii)  Second,  section  482  is  applied  to 
determine  whether  the  interest  rate  used 
in  the  contract  exceeds  the  arm's  length 
interest  rate  as  defined  in  paragraph  (a) 
(2)  of  this  section,  and  if  so,  to  make 
appropriate  allocations  to  reflect  an 
arm’s  length  interest  rate.  Section  482 
will  not  be  used  to  impute  interest  if  the 
interest  rate  used  in  the  contract  is  less 
than  this  arm’s  length  interest  rate. 

(iii)  Third,  paragraphs  (b),  (c),  (d)  or 
(e)  of  this  section,  if  applicable,  may  be 
used  to  make  other  appropriate 
allocations  to  reflect  an  arm’s  length 
transaction  based  on  the  interest  rate  as 
adjusted  in  the  situations  describeo  in 
paragraph  (a)  (7)  (i)  or  (ii)  of  this  section. 
For  example,  assume  the  case  of  a 
deferred-payment  sale  of  tangible 
property  at  no  interest  between  two 
organizations  that  are  controlled  by  the 
same  interests,  and  assume  that  section 
483  is  applied  to  treat  some  portion  of 
the  principal  payments  as  interests,  and 
therefore  to  reduce  the  sales  price  of  the 
property.  If,  after  this  recharacterization 
of  principal  as  interest,  the  recomputed 
sales  price  does  not  reflect  an  arm's 
length  sales  price  under  the  principles  of 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  the  district 
director  may  make  other  appropriate 
allocations  (other  than  an  interest  rate 
adjustment)  under  that  paragraph  (e)  to 
reflect  an  arm’s  length  sales  price  for 
such  sale. 

Par.  2  Section  1.483-1  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)  is  revised  to 
read  as  s'et  forth  below. 

2.  That  part  of  paragraph  (c)(3)  that 
precedes  example  (1)  is  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

3.  Example  (7)  is  added  to  paragraph 
(c)(3). 

4.  Paragraph  (c)(4)  is  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 
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5.  A  new  paragraph  (c)(5)  is  added  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

6.  Paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)  is  revised  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

7.  That  part  of  paragraph  (d)(4)  that 
precedes  example  (1)  is  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

8.  Example  (7)  is  added  to  paragraph 

(d) (4). 

9.  That  part  of  paragraph  (e)(3)  that 
precedes  example  (1)  is  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

10.  Example  (8)  is  added  to  paragraph 

(e) (3). 

11.  That  part  of  paragraph  (f)(5)  that 
precedes  example  (1)  is  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

12.  That  part  of  paragraph  (f)(6)(iv) 
that  precedes  example  (1)  is  revised  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

13.  Paragraph  (g)  (9),  (10),  and  (11)  is 
added  to  paragraph  (g);  paragraph  (g) 

(6),  (7)(i),  and  (8)  is  revised:  that  part  of 
paragraph  (g)(7)(ii)  that  precedes 
paragraph  (g)(7)(ii)(o)  is  revised:  and  in 
paragraph  (g)(2)  the  headings  of  tables 
IV  through  VI  are  revised  and  tables  VII 
through  IX  are  added  to  read  as  set  forth 
below. 

§  1.463-1  Computation  of  interest  on 
certain  deferred  payments. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Total  unstated  interest  *  *  * 

(2)  Present  value  of  payment — (i)  In 
general.  *  *  * 

(ii)  Prescribed  interest  rates. 

(A)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into 
before  July  24, 1975,  as  well  as  a  sale  or 
exchange  of  property  pursuant  to  a 
binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  such  date,  the  interest  rate 
prescribed  by  paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(A) 
shall  be  5  percent  per  annum 
compounded  semiannually.  (See 
paragraph  (c)(4)  of  this  section  for 
special  rules  where  there  has  been  a 
substantial  change  in  the  terms  of  a 
binding  written  contract  entered  into 
before  July  24, 1975.) 

(B)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into  on 
or  after  July  24, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981,  except  a  sale  or  exchange  entered 
into  pursuant  to  a  binding  written 
contract  (including  an  irrevocable 
written  option)  entered  into  before  July 
24, 1975,  the  interest  rate  prescribed  by 
paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(B)  of  this  section 
shall  be  7  percent  per  annum 
compounded  semiannually.  For. 
payments  on  account  of  a  sale  or 
exchange  of  property  entered  into  on  or 
after  July  1, 1981,  pursuant  to  a  binding 
written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  September 


29. 1980,  the  interest  rate  prescribed  by 
paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(B)  of  this  section 
shall  be  7  percent  per  annum 
compounded  semiannually.  (See 
paragraph  (c)(5)  of  this  section  for 
special  rules  where  there  has  been  a 
substantial  change  in  the  terms  of  a 
binding  written  contract  entered  into 
after  July  23, 1975  and  before  September 

29. 1980. ) 

(C)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into  on 
or  after  July  1, 1981,  except  a  sale  or 
exchange  entered  into  pursuant  to  a 
binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  September  29, 1980,  the  interest 
rate  described  by  paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(C) 
of  this  section  shall  be  10  percent  per 
annum  compounded  semiannually.  (See 
paragraph  (c)(5)  of  this  section  for 
special  rules  where  there  has  been  a 
substantial  change  in  the  terms  of  a 
binding  written  contract  entered  into 
before  September  29, 1980.) 

(3)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples:  (Note  that 
examples  (1)  through  (6)  use  Tables  I 
through  VI  because  such  tables 
generally  apply  to  transactions  entered 
into  before  July  1, 1981,  and  that  the 
principles  illustrated  by  such  examples 
would  apply  for  transactions  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981, 
in  which  case  Tables  VII  through  IX 
would  generally  be  applied.]: 
***** 

Example  (7).  On  December  31, 1981,  A  sells 
property  to  B  under  a  contract  which 
provides  that  B  is  to  make  two  payments  of 
$1,000  each,  payable  August  1, 1982,  and 
November  1, 1982,  and  a  third  payment  of 
$2,000,  payable  March  1, 1983.  No  interest  is 
provided  for  in  the  contract.  For  purposes  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  total 
unstated  interest  under  the  contract  is  $326.53 
computed  as  follows: 

Sum  of  payments  to  which  sec. 

483  applies...... _ ........... _ .......... _ _ _ ...  $4,000.00 

Less: 

Present  value  of  $1,000  due 
August  1,  1982 

($1, 000 X. 95238  (factor  for 
6  to  9  months,  col.  (b). 

Table  VII)) . _. . .  $952.38 

Present  value  of  $1,000  due 
November  1,  1982 

($1, 000 x. 90703  (factor  for 
9  to  15  months,  col.  (b), 

Table  VII)) _ _ _  907.03 

Present  value  of  $2,000  due 
March  1,  1983 

($2,000  x  .90703  (factor  for 
9  to  15  months,  col.  (b), 

Table  VII)) . .  1,814.06  3,673.47 

Total  unstated  interest . . .... .  326.53 

(4)  Special  rules  for  binding  contracts 
entered  into  before  July  24, 1975.  (i) 
Payments  made  pursuant  to  a  sale  or 
exchange  occurring  before  July  24, 1975, 
shall  continue  to  be  subject  to  the  5 


percent  prescribed  interest  rate  of 
paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(A)  of  this  section 
and  the  4  percent  prescribed  test  rate  of 
paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(A)  of  this  section 
even  though  there  has  been  a  change  in 
the  terms  of  the  contract. 

(ii)  Where  payments  are  made 
pursuant  to  the  sale  or  exchange  of 
property  on  or  after  July  24, 1975,  and 
before  July  1, 1981,  but  under  the  terms 
of  a  binding  written  contract  (including 
an  irrevocable  written  option)  entered 
into  before  July  24, 1975,  and  there  has 
been  a  substantial  change  (within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (b)(4)  of  this 
section)  in  terms  of  such  contract,  then  if 
the  change  occurs  on  or  after  July  24, 
1975,  the  7  percent  prescribed  interest 
rate  of  paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(B)  of  this 
section  and  the  6  percent  prescribed  test 
rate  of  paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this 
section  shall  be  applied  to  payments 
made  after  the  occurrence  of  such 
substantial  change.  If  the  change  occurs 
before  July  24, 1975,  the  payments  shall 
continue  to  be  subject  to  the  5  percent 
prescribed  interest  rate  of  paragraph 
(c)(2)(ii)(A)  of  this  section  and  the  4 
percent  prescribed  test  rate  of 
paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(A)  of  this  section. 

(iii)  Where  payments  are  made 
pursuant  to  a  sale  or  exchange  occurring 
on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  but  under  the 
terms  of  a  binding  written  contract 
(including  an  irrevocable  written  option) 
entered  into  before  July  24, 1975,  and 
there  has  been  a  substantial  change 
(within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  (b)(4) 
of  this  section)  in  the  terms  of  such 
contract  on  or  after  July  24, 1975,  then 
the  prescribed  interest  rate  and  the 
prescribed  test  rate  applied  to  payments 
made  after  the  occurrence  of  the 
substantial  change  shall  be  7  percent 
and  6  percent,  respectively,  if  the  change 
is  made  before  September  29, 1980,  and 
10  percent  and  9  percent,  respectively,  if 
the  change  is  made  after  September  29, 
1980.  If  the  change  occiirs  before  July  24, 
1975,  the  payments  shall  continue  to  be 
subject  to  the  5  percent  prescribed 
interest  rate  of  paragraph  (c)(2){ii)(A)  of 
this  section  and  the  4  percent  prescribed 
test  rate  of  paragraph  (d)(t)(ii)(A)  of  this 
section. 

(5)  Special  rule  for  binding  contracts 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1975, 
and  before  September  29, 1980. 

Payments  made  pursuant  to  a  sale  or 
exchange  occurring  after  July  23, 1975, 
and  before  July  1, 1981,  except  a  sale  r>r 
exchange  entered  into  pursuant  to  a 
binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  July  24, 1975,  shall  continue  to  be 
subject  to  the  7  percent  prescribed 
interest  rate  of  paragraph  (c)(2)(h)  (B)  of 
this  section  and  the  6  percent  prescribed 
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test  rate  of  paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this 
section  even  though  there  has  been  a 
change  in  the  terms  of  the  contract. 
However,  where  payments  are  made 
pursuant  to  a  sale  or  exchange  occurring 
on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  but  under  the 
terms  of  a  binding  written  contract 
entered  into  after  July  24, 1975  and 
before  September  29, 1980,  and  there  has 
been  a  substantial  change  (within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (b)(4)  of  this 
section)  in  the  terms  of  such  contract  on 
or  after  September  29, 1980,  then  the  10 
percent  prescribed  interest  rate  of 
paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  of  this  section  and 
the  9  percent  prescribed  test  rate  of 
paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(C)  of  this  section 
shall  be  applied  to  payments  made  after 
the  occurrence  of  such  substantial 
change.  If  the  substantial  change  occurs 
before  September  29, 1980,  then  the 
payments  shall  continue  to  be  subject  to 
the  7  percent  interest  rate  of  paragraph 

(c) (2)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  and  the  6 
percent  test  rate  of  paragraph 

(d) (l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Test  of  whether  there  is  total 
unstated  interest  under  a  contract — (1) 

In  general.  *  *  * 

(ii)  Prescribed  test  rates.  (A)  For 
payments  on  account  of  a  sale  or 
exchange  of  property  entered  into  before 
July  24, 1975,  as  well  as  a  sale  or 
exchange  of  property  entered  into 
pursuant  to  a  binding  written  contract 
(including  a  irrevocable  written  option) 
intered  into  before  such  date,  the  test 
prescribed  by  paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(A)  of 
this  section  shall  be  4  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest.  (See  paragraph 
(c)(4)  of  this  section  for  special  rules 
where  there  has  been  a  substantial 
change  in  the  terms  of  a  binding  written 
contract  entered  into  before  July  24, 
1975.) 

(B)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into  on 
or  after  July  24, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981,  except  a  sale  or  exchange  entered 
into  pursuant  to  a  binding  written 
contract  (including  an  irrevocable 
written  option)  entered  into  before  July 
24, 1975,  the  test  rate  prescribed  by 
paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section 
shall  be  6  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest.  For  payments  on  account  of  a 
sale  or  exchange  of  property  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  pursuant  to 
a  binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  September 
29, 1980,  the  test  rate  prescribed  by 
paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section 
shall  be  6  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest.  (See  paragraph  (c)(5)  of  this 
section  for  special  rules  where  there  has 
been  a  substantial  change  in  the  terms 
of  a  contract  entered  into  after  July  23, 
1975  and  before  September  29, 1980. 


(C)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into  on 
or  after  July  1, 1981,  except  a  sale  or 
exchange  entered  into  pursuant  to  a 
binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  September  29, 1980,  the  test  rate 
prescribed  by  paragraph  (d)(l)(ii)(C)  of 
this  section  shall  be  9  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest.  (See  paragraph 
(c)(5)  of  this  section  for  special  rules 
where  there  has  been  a  substantial 
change  in  the  terms  of  a  contract 
entered  into  before  September  29, 1980). 
***** 

(4)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples  (Note  that  examples 
(1)  through  (6)  use  Tables  I  through  VI, 
because  such  tables  apply  generally  to 
transactions  entered  into  before  July  1, 
1981,  and  that  the  principles  illustrated 
by  such  examples  would  apply  for 
transactions  entered  into  on  or  after  July 
1, 1981,  in  which  case  Tables  VII  through 
IX  would  generally  be  applied.): 
***** 

Example  (7).  On  December  31, 1981,  A  sells 
property  to  B  under  a  contract  which 
provides  that  B  is  to  make  payments  of  $2,040 
($2,000  sales  price  plus  $40  interest),  $2,080 
($2,000  sales  price  plus  $80  interest),  and 
$2,120  ($2,000  sales  price  plus  $120  interest), 
such  payments  being  due,  respectively,  1, 2, 
and  3  years  from  the  date  of  sale.  Because  the 
contract  was  entered  into  after  July  1, 1981, 
the  determination  of  whether  there  is  total 
unstated  interest  under  the  contract  is  made 
using  Table  VII  in  the  following  manner: 

(i)  Sum  of  payment  to  which  sec. 

483  applies _ _ _  $6,000.00 

(»)  Sum  of: 

Present  value  of  $2,040  due  1 
yr.  from  date  of  sale 
($2,040  X. 91 743  (factor  for  9 
to  15  months,  col.  (a),  Table 

Vll)).._ . .  $1 ,871.56  _ 

Present  value  of  $2,080  due  2 
yrs.  from  date  of  sale 
($2.080x. 84746  (factor  for  21 
to  27  months,  col.  (a).  Table 

VII)) . . .  1,762.72  _ 

Present  value  of  $2,120  due  3 
yrs.  from  date  of  sale 
($2. 1 20 x. 78740  (factor  for  33 
to  39  months,  col.  (a).  Table 
VII)) . . . . . .  1,669.29  5,303.57 

Total  unstated  interest . .  696.43 


Since  the  sum  of  the  payments  to 
which  section  483  applies  ($6,000) 
exceeds  the  sum  of  the  present  values  of 
such  payments  and  the  present  values  of 
the  stated  interest  payments  ($5,303.57), 
there  is  total  unstated  interest  under  the 
contract,  and  the  provisions  of  section 
483  apply  to  the  payments  of  sales  price 
due  under  the  contract.  For  the  method 
of  computing  the  amount  of  total 
unstated  interest  which  is  includible  in 
or  deductible  from  income,  see 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 


(e)  Payments  that  are  indefinite  as  to 
time ,  liability,  or  amount.  *  *  * 

(3)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples  (Note  that  examples 
(1)  through  (7)  use  Tables  I  through  VI, 
because  such  tables  apply  generally  to 
transactions  entered  into  before  July  1. 
1981,  and  that  the  principles  illustrated 
by  such  examples  would  apply  for 
transactions  entered  into  on  or  after  July 

1. 1981,  in  which  case  Tables  VII  and  IX 
would  generally  be  applied.): 
***** 

Example  (8).  M  Corporation  and  N 
Corporation  each  own  one-half  of  the 
stock  of  O  Corporation.  On  December 

31. 1981,  pursuant  to  a  reorganization 
qualifying  under  section  368(a)(1)(b),  M 
contracts  to  acquire  the  one  half  interest 
held  by  N  for  an  initial  distribution  on 
such  date  of  30,000  shares  of  M  voting 
stock,  and  a  non-assignable  right  to 
receive  up  to  10,000  additional  shares  of 
M’s  voting  stock  during  the  next  3  years 
provided  the  net  profits  of  O 
Corporation  exceed  certain  amounts 
specified  in  the  contract.  No  interest  is 
provided  for  in  the  contract  No 
additional  shares  are  received  in  1982. 
or  1983,  but  in  1984,  the  annual  earnings 
of  O  Corporation  exceed  the  specified 
amount  and  on  December  31, 1984,  an 
additional  3,000  voting  shares  are 
transferred  to  N.  The  fair  market  value 
of  such  shares  on  the  date  of 

transfer  is  $60,000  ($20  per  share).  The  total 
unstated  interest  applicable  to  the  indefinite 
payment  is  computed  as  follows: 


Indefinite  payment  to  which  sea  483  applies -  $60,000.00 

Less: 

Present  value  o»  such  payment 
(S60.000X. 74622  (factor  for  33  to  39 
months,  col.  (b).  Table  VII)) _  44.77320 


Total  unstated  Interest _ $15226.80 


See  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  §  1.483-2  for  the 
effect  on  a  reorganization  defined  in  section 
368(a)(1)  of  treating  a  portion  of  voting  stock 
as  interest  under  section  483. 

(f)  Changes  in  terms  of  contract  *  *  * 

(5)  Examples.  The  provisions  of 
paragraph  (f)(1)  through  (5)  of  this 
section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples  (Note  that  the 
examples  use  Tables  I  through  III 
because  the  examples  deal  with 
transactions  to  which  these  tables 
apply.  These  tables  generally  apply  to 
transactions  entered  into  after  July  30. 
1963,  and  before  July  24, 1975.  The 
principles  illustrated  by  the  examples 
also  apply  to  all  other  transactions  to 
which  section  483  applies.  However, 
Tables  IV  through  VI  are  used  for 
transactions  to  which  those  tables 
apply,  generally  transactions  entered 
into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1. 
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1981.  In  addition,  Tables  VII  through  IX 
are  used  for  transactions  to  which  those 
tables  apply,  generally  transactions 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981): 
***** 

(6)  Transfer  of  obligation  to  make  or 
contract  right  to  receive  deferred 
payments.  *  *  * 

(iv)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (f)(6) 
of  this  section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples  (Note  that  the 
examples  use  Tables  I  through  III 
because  the  examples  deal  with 
transactions  to  which  these  tables 
apply.  These  tables  apply  generally  to 
transactions  entered  into  after  July  30, 
1963,  and  before  July  24, 1975.  The 
principles  illustrated  by  the  examples 
also  apply  to  all  other  transactions  to 
which  section  483  applies.  However, 
Tables  IV  and  VI  are  used  for 
transactions  to  which  these  tables 
apply,  generally  transactions  entered 
into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981.  In  addition,  Tables  VI  through  IX 
are  used  for  transactions  to  which  those 
tables  apply,  generally  transactions 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981): 
***** 

(g)  Present  value  tables.  *  *  * 

(2)  Tables.  *  *  * 

Table  IV — Present  Value  of  Deferred 
Payment.  (Applicable  to  contracts 
entered  into  after  July  23, 1975,  and 
before  July  1, 1981,  to  which  paragraphs 
(c)(2)(ii)(B)  and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this 
section  apply.) 

***** 

Table  V — Present  Value  of  Annuity 
Certain:  $1  Every  6  Months 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into 
after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(B) 
and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  apply.) 
***** 

Table  VI — Present  Value  of  Annuity 
Certain:  $1  Every  12  Months 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into 
after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  Julyl, 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(B) 
and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  apply.) 
***** 

Table  VII — Present  Value  of  Deferred 
Payment 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into 
on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  to  which 
paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  and  (d)(l)(ii)(C) 
of  this  section  apply.) 

(Col.  (a)  9  percent  simple  interest:  Col.  (b)  10 
percent,  compounded  semiannually.) 


Number  of  months  deferred 


More  than 

But 

not 

more 

than 

Col. 

(a)1 

Col. 

<b)2 

0 . 

.  6 

1.00000 

1.00000 

6 . 

9 

.95694 

.95238 

9 . 

.  15 

.91743 

.90703 

15 . 

.  21 

.88106 

.86384 

21 . 

.  27 

.84746 

.82570 

27 . 

.  33 

.81633 

.78353 

33 . 

.  39 

.78740 

.74622 

39 . 

.  45 

.76046 

.71068 

45 . . 

.  51 

.73529 

.67684 

51 . 

.  57 

.71174 

.64461 

57 . 

.  63 

.68966 

.61391 

63 . . . 

.  69 

.66890 

.58468 

69 . . . 

.  75 

.64935 

.55684 

75 . . . 

.  81 

.63091 

.53032 

81 . 

.  87 

.61350 

.50507 

87 . 

.  93 

.59701 

.48102 

93 . 

.  99 

.58140 

.45811 

99 . 

.  105 

.56657 

.43630 

105 . 

.  Ill 

.55249 

.41552 

Ill . 

.  117 

.53908 

.39573 

117 . 

.  123 

.52632 

.37689 

123 . 

.  129 

.51414 

.35894 

129 . . . 

.  135 

.50251 

.34185 

135 . 

.  141 

.49140 

.32557 

141 . 

.  147 

.48077 

.31007 

147 . 

.  153 

.47059 

.29530 

153 . 

.  159 

.46083 

.28124 

159 . 

.  165 

.45147 

.26785 

165 . 

.  171 

.44248 

.25509 

171 . 

.  177 

.43384 

.24295 

177 . . . 

.  183 

.42553 

.23138 

183 . 

.  189 

.41754 

.22036 

189 . . 

.  195 

.40984 

.20987 

195 . 

.  201 

.40241 

.19987 

201 . . 

.  207 

.39526 

.19035 

207 . 

. .  213 

.38835 

.18129 

213 . 

.  219 

.38168 

.17266 

219 . 

.  225 

.37523 

.16444 

225 . . . 

.  231 

.36900 

.15661 

231 . 

.  237 

.36298 

.14915 

237 . 

.  243 

.35714 

.14205 

243 . 

.  249 

.35149 

.13528 

249 . 

.  255 

.34602 

.12884 

255 . 

. ...  261 

.34072 

.12270 

261 . . . 

.  267 

.33557 

.11686 

267 . 

.  273 

.33058 

.11130 

273 . 

.  279 

.32573 

.10600 

279 . 

.  285 

.32103 

.10095 

285 . 

.  291 

.31646 

.09614 

291 . . . 

.  297 

.31201 

.09156 

297 . 

.  303 

.30769 

.00720 

303 . 

.  309 

.30349 

.08305 

309 . 

.  315 

.29940 

.07910 

315 . 

.  321 

.29542 

.07533 

321 . 

.  327 

.29155 

.07174 

327 . 

.  333 

.28777 

.06833 

333 . 

.  339 

.28409 

.06507 

339 . 

.  345 

.28050 

.06197 

345 . 

.  351 

.27701 

.05902 

351 . 

.  357 

.27360 

.05621 

357 . 

.  363 

.27027 

.05354 

363 . 

369 

.26702 

.05099 

369 . 

.  375 

.26385 

.04856 

375 . 

381 

.26076 

.04625 

381 . 

.  387 

.25773 

.04404 

387 . 

.  393 

.25478 

.04195 

393 . 

.  399 

.25189 

.03995 

399 . 

405 . 

.  411 

.24631 

.03623 

411 . . 

.  417 

.24361 

.03451 

417 . 

.  423 

.24096 

.03287 

423 . 

.  429 

.23838 

.03130 

429 . 

.  435 

.23585 

.02961 

435 . 

441 . 

.  447 

.23095 

.02704 

447 . 

.  453 

.22857 

.02575 

453 . 

.  459 

.22624 

.02453 

459 . 

.  465 

.22396 

.02336 

465 . 

.  471 

.22173 

.02225 

471 . 

.  477 

.21954 

.02119 

477 . 

.  483 

.21739 

.02018 

483 . 

.01922 

489 . 

.  495 

.21322 

.01830 

495 . 

.  501 

.21119 

.01743 

501 . 

.  507 

.20921 

.01660 

507 . 

.  513 

.20725 

.01501 

513 . 

.  519 

.20534 

.01506 

519 . 

.  525 

.20346 

.01434 

525 . 

.  531 

.20161 

.01366 

531 . 

.  537 

.19980 

.01301 

Number  of  months  deferred 


More  than 

But 

not 

more 

than 

Col. 

(a)' 

Col. 

(b)2 

537 . 

..  543 

.19802 

.01239 

543 . 

. 

..  549 

.19627 

.01180 

549  . 

..  555 

.19455 

.01124 

555 . 

..  561 

.19286 

.01070 

561 . 

. . . 

..  567 

.19120 

.01019 

567 . 

..  573 

.18957 

.00971 

573 . 

..  579 

.18797 

.00924 

579 . 

..  585 

.18639 

.00880 

585 . 

..  591 

.18484 

00838 

591 . 

..  597 

.18332 

.00798 

597 . 

..  603 

.18182 

.00760 

603 . 

..  609 

.18034 

.00724 

609 . 

..  615 

.17889 

.00690 

615 . 

..  621 

.17746 

.00657 

621 . 

...  627 

.17606 

.00626 

627 . 

...  633 

.17467 

.00596 

633 . 

...  639 

.17331 

.00567 

639 . 

...  645 

.17197 

.00540 

645 . 

...  651 

.17065 

.00515 

651 . 

...  657 

.16935 

.00490 

657 . 

...  663 

.16807 

.00467 

663 . 

...  669 

.16681 

.00445 

669 . 

...  675 

.16556 

.00423 

675 . 

...  681 

.16434 

.00403 

681 . 

...  687 

.16313 

.00384 

687 . 

...  693 

.16194 

.00366 

693 . 

...  699 

.16077 

,00348 

699 . 

...  705 

.15962 

.00332 

70S . 

...  711 

.15848 

.00316 

711 . 

...  717 

.15736 

.00301 

717 . 

...  723 

.15625 

.00287 

1  Present  value  of  $1  at  9  percent  simple  interest. 

2  Present  value  of  $1  at  10  percent  compounded  semian- 


nually. 

Table  VIII.— Present  Value  of  Annuity  Certain: 
$1  Every  6  Mo. 

[Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into  on  or  after  July  1, 
1981,  to  which  pars.  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  and  (d)(1)(ii)(C)  of  this 
section  apply] 

[Col.  (a)  9  pet  simple  interest;  Col.  (b)  10  pet,  compounded 
semiannually] 

Number  of  years  final  payment  rnl 

deferred  la) 

Col.  (b)2 

.5 . 

. 95694 

.95238 

1.0 . 

.  1  87437 

1.85941 

.  2.75543 

2.72325 

2  0 . 

.  360289 

3.54595 

2.5 . 

.  4  41922 

4.32948 

3.0 . 

.  5  20662 

5.07569 

3.5 . - . 

.  5  96708 

5.78637 

4.0 . 

.  670237 

6.46321 

4.5 . 

.  7.41411 

7.10782 

5.0 . 

.  8.10377 

7.72173 

5.5 . 

.  877267 

8.30641 

6  0 . 

.  9  42202 

8.86325 

8.5 . . . 

.  10  05293 

9.39357 

7.0 . 

.  10  66643 

9.89864 

7.5 . . 

.  1126344 

10.37966 

8.0 . 

.  1 1  84484 

10.83777 

8.5 . 

.  12.41141 

11.27407 

9.0 . 

.  12  96390 

11.68959 

9.5 . 

.  13  50298 

12.08532 

100.... . 

.  14  02930 

12.46221 

10.5 . 

.  14  54344 

12.82115 

110 . 

.  15  04595 

13.16300 

11.5 . 

.  15  53735 

13.48857 

12.0 . 

.  16.01812 

13.79864 

12  5 . 

.  1648871 

14.09394 

130 . 

.  16  94954 

14.37519 

135 . 

.  1740101 

14.64303 

14.0 . 

.  17  84349 

14.89813 

14.5 . - . 

.  1827733 

15.14107 

15  0 . 

.  18  70286 

15.37245 

15.5 . 

.  19  12040 

15.59281 

16.0 . 

.  19  53024 

15.80268 

16.5 . 

.  19  93265 

16.00255 

170 . 

. .  20  32791 

16.19290 

175 . 

.  20  71626 

16.37419 

180 . 

.  21  09794 

16.54685 

18.5 . . . 

.  21  47317 

16.71129 

190 . . 

. .  21  84217 

16.86789 

19  5 . 

.  22  20515 

17.01704 

20.0 . 

.  22.56229 

17.15909 

20.5 . 

17.29437 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


34573 


Table  VIII.— Present  Value  of  Annuity  Certain: 
$1  Every  6  Mo. — Continued 

[Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into  on  or  after  July  1, 
1961,  to  which  pars.  (c)(2)(ti)(C)  and  (d)(1K<iKC)  of  this 
section  apply] 

[Col.  (a)  9  pet  simple  interest;  Col.  (b)  10  pet,  compounded 
semiannually] 


Number  01  paymen*  CaL«*  Col.  (b)* 


21.0 _  23.25980  17.42321 

21.5  _ _  23.60052  17.54591 

22.0 _  23.93609  17.66277 

22.5  . . . „ . .  2426667  17.77407 

23.0 _ _ _  24.59240  17.88007 

23.5  .  24.91343  17.98102 

24.0 _  25.22989  18.07716 

24.5  . . .  25.54190  18.18872 

25.0 _ _  25  84959  18.25593 

25.5  _  26.15308  18.33898 

26.0 . . .  26.45248  18.41807 

26.5  _  26.74790  18.49340 

27.0 . .  27.03945  18.56515 

27.5  . . . . .  27.32722  18.63347 

28.0 . . . . . .  27.61131  18.69854 

28.5  _  27.89181  18.76052 

29.0 _ _ - . .  28.16882  18.81954 

29.5  . . .  28.44242  18.87575 

30.0 _ _  28.71269  18  92929 

30.5  _  28.97971  18.98028 

31.0 .  29.24356  19.02883 

31.5  .  29.50432  19.07508 

32.0 . .  29.76205  19.11912 

32.5  .  30.01683  19.16107 

33.0 .  30.26872  19.20102 

33.5  . . .  30.51779  19.23907 

34.0 . . . .  30.76410  19.27530 

34.5  . .  31.00771  19.30981 

35.0 . .  3124867  19.34268 

35.5  . .  31.48705  19.37396 

38.0 .  31.72290  19.40379 

36.5  . . 3125627  19.43218 

37.0 . - .  32.18722  19.45922 

37.5  _  32.41579  19.48497 

38.0..- .  32.64203  19.50950 

382 _  32.86599  19.53285 

39.0 . . .  33.08772  19.55510 

39.5  .  33.30726  19.57628 

40.0.. .  33.52465  19.59646 

40.5  .  33.73994  19.61568 

41.0 . .  33.95316  19.63398 

•41.5 . .  34  16435  19.65141 

42.0 .  34.37356  19.66801 

42.5  . - .  34.58081  19.68382 

43.0 . .  34.78615  19.69887 

43.5  .  34.98961  19.71321 

44.0 _  35.19122  19.72687 

44.5  . - . . .  35.39102  19.73987 

45.0 . .  35.58904  19.75226 

45.5  . .  35.78531  19.76408 

46  0 . .  35.97986  19.77529 

46.5  . . . .  36.17272  19.78599 

47.0 .  36.36392  19.79619 

47.5  . . .  36.55349  19.80589 

48.0 . - . .  36.74146  19.81513 

48.5  _  36.92785  19.82394 

49.0 . . . .  37.11289  19.83232 

49.5  _  37.29601  19.84031 

50.0 _ _ _ _ _ _  37.47783  1934791 

50.5  _ _ _  37.65817  19.85515 

51.0. . . . .  37.83706  19.86205 

51.5  _  38.01452  19.86862 

52.0 _ _ _  38.19058  19.87488 

52.5  . . .  38.36625  19.88083 

53.0 _ _  38.53856  19.88651 

53.5  _ _ _  38.71053  19.89191 

54.0 _ _  3*68116  19.89706 

543 _  39.05053  19.90196 

55.0 _ 3921880  19.90663 

55.5  . .  39.38541  19.91108 

56.0 _ _  39.55097  19.91531 

56.5  _  39.71531  19.91934 

57.0 . . . . .  39.87844  19.92318 

57.5. ™ _ _ 1™. 40.04038  19.92684 

58.0 . t .  40.20115  19.93033 

58.5.  . . . .  40.36077  19.93364 

59.0 _ _ _  40.51925  19.93680 

59.5... . . . .  40.67661  19.93981 

60.0 _  40.83286  19.94268 


1  Present  value  of  $1  at  9  percent  simple  interest 
1  Present  value  of  SI  at  10  percent  compounded  semian¬ 
nually. 


Table  IX.— Present  Value  of  Annuity  Certain: 
$ 1  every  12  months 

[Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into  on  or  after  July  1, 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (cX2)(ii)(C)  and  <dX1H*)<C)  of 
this  section  apply] 

[Col.  (a)  9  percent  simple  interest;  Cot  (b)  10  percent 
compounded  semiannually] 


Number  of  yearn  final  payment 


1.0 _ 

. .. . 

0.91743 

0.90703 

2.0 . 

1.76489 

1.72973 

3.0 . 

2.55229 

2.47595 

4.0 . 

3.28758 

3.15279 

3.76670 

5.0 . 

3.97724 

6.0 . . 

4.32354 

4.82861 

7.0 . . 

5.24009 

8.0 . 

5.82149 

5.28672 

9.0 . 

6.37398 

5.70224 

10.0 . 

6.90030 

6.07913 

11.0 . 

7.40261 

6.42098 

12.0 . 

7  88358 

6.73104 

13.0.  _ 

8.34441 

7.01229 

14.0 . 

8.78689 

7.26738 

15.0 . 

9.21242 

7.49678 

16.0 _ 

9.62226 

7.70862 

17.0 . 

10.01752 

7.89696 

18.0 . 

10  39920 

8.07163 

19.0 . 

10.76820 

8.22824 

20.0 . 

11.12534 

8.37029 

21.0 . 

11.47138 

8.49913 

22.0 . 

11.80693 

8.61599 

23.0 . . 

12.13266 

8.72198 

24.0 . - 

12.44912 

8.81813 

25.0 . 

12.75681 

8.90533 

26.0 _ 

13.05621 

8.98443 

27.0 . 

13.34776 

9.05617 

28.0..~ . 

13.63185 

9.12124 

29.0 . 

13.90686 

9.18026 

30.0 . 

14.17913 

9.23380 

31.0 . 

14.44296 

9.28236 

32.0 . 

14.70071 

9.32640 

33.0 . 

14.95260 

9.36635 

34.0 . 

15.19691 

9.40259 

35.0 . 

15.43987 

9.43545 

36.0 . 

15.67572 

9.46526 

37.0. . . 

15.90667 

9.49230 

38.0 . 

16.13291 

9.51683 

39.0 . 

16.35464 

9.53907 

40.0 . . 

16.57203 

9.55925 

41.0 . 

16.78525 

9.57755 

42.0 . 

16.99446 

9.59415 

43.0 

17.19980 

9.60921 

44.0 _ 

17.40141 

9.62286 

45.0 . 

17.59943 

9.63525 

46.0 . 

17.79398 

17.98518 

9.64648 

47.0 . . 

9.65668 

48.0 . 

18.17315 

9.66592 

49.0 . 

18.35799 

9.67430 

50.0 . ... 

18.53981 

9.68191 

51.0 . . 

18.71870 

9.68880 

52.0 . 

18.89476 

9.69506 

53.0. . . 

19.06807 

9.70074 

54.0 . 

19.23872 

9.70588 

55.0 . 

19.40679 

9.71055 

56.0 . 

19.57235 

9.71479 

57.0 . 

19.73548 

9.71863 

58.0 . 

19.89625 

9.72211 

59.0 . 

20.05473 

9.72527 

60  0 . 

20.21098 

9.72814 

'  Present  value  of  $1  at  9  percent  simple  interest 
*  Present  value  of  SI  at  10  percent  compounded  semian¬ 
nually. 


***** 

(6)  Instructions  for  Table  IV.  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  I  are 
applicable  to  Table  IV,  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 
into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(B) 
and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  apply. 

(7)  Instructions  for  Table  V.  (i)  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  II  are 
applicable  to  Table  V,  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 


into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1. 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(B) 
and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  apply, 

(ii)  Notwithstanding  the  preceding 
subdivision,  where  a  contract  entered 
into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1, 
1981,  is  otherwise  described  in 
paragraph  (g)(4)(iii)  of  this  section,  then 
the  present  value  of  a  series  of  equal 
payments  described  in  that  subsection 
shall  be  computed  under  Table  V  as 
follows: 

***** 

(8)  Instruction  for  Table  VI.  In 
general  the  instructions  for  Table  III  are 
applicable  to  Table  VI  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 
into  after  July  23, 1975,  and  before  July  1. 
1981,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(B) 
and  (d)(l)(ii)(B)  of  this  section  apply. 

(9)  Instructions  for  Table  VII.  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  I  are 
applicable  to  Table  VII,  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  to  which 
paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  and  (d)(l)(ii)(C) 
of  this  section  apply. 

(10)  Instructions  for  Table  MU.  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  II  are 
applicable  to  Table  VDl,  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  to  which 
paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  and  (d)(l)(ii)(C) 
of  this  section  apply. 

(11)  Notwithstanding  the  preceding 
subdivision,  where  a  contract  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  is  otherwise 
described  in  paragraph  (g)(4)(iii)  of  this 
section,  then  the  present  value  of  a 
series  of  equal  payments  described  in 
that  subsection  shall  be  computed  under 
Table  VIII  as  follows: 

(a)  Determine  the  factor  contained  in 
the  applicable  present  rate  column  (that 
is,  col.  (a)  or  col.  (b))  for  the  appropriate 
number  of  years  the  final  payment  under 
the  contract  is  deferred; 

(h)  Adjust  the  factor  determined  under 
(a)  of  this  subdivision  by  increasing 
such  factor  either  by  .04306  (1  minus  the 
column  (a)  factor  for  deferral  of 
payment  for  0.5  years;  in  this  case 
.95694)  if  the  present  value  computation 
is  made  under  column  (a),  or  by  .04762  (1 
minus  the  column  (b)  factor  for  deferral 
of  payment  for  0.5  years;  in  this  case 
.95238)  if  the  present  value  computation 
is  made  under  column  (b);  and 

(c)  Multiply  the  amount  of  a  single 
payment  under  the  contract  by  the 
adjusted  factor  determined  under 
paragraph  (g)(10)(ii)  of  this  section. 

For  example,  the  present  value,  using 
a  rate  of  9  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest  of  a  series  of  eight  $1,000 
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payments,  the  first  payment  being  due 
exactly  6  months  from  the  date  of  sale 
and  the  remaining  seven  payments 
being  due,  respectively,  every  6  months 
thereafter  (so  that  under  the  rule  of 
paragraph  (g)(10)(i)  of  this  section  the 
final  payment  is  deferred  4  years),  is 
$6,745.43  ($1,000  X  (6.70237  plus  .04306)). 

(11)  Instructions  for  Table  IX.  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  III  are 
applicable  to  Table  IX,  taking  into 
account  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
imputed  interest  for  contracts  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  1, 1981,  to  which 
paragraphs  (c)(2)(ii)(C)  and  (d)(l)(ii)(C) 
of  this  section  apply. 

(Sec.  7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805)) 

Roscoe  L.  Egger,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 
Approved: 

John  E.  Chapoton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19559  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4830-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
32  CFR  Part  70 
[DOD  Directive  1332.28] 

Program  for  Certain  Former  Reservists 
in  “Inactive”  Status  To  Have 
Discharges  Reviewed  for  Possible 
Upgrading 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

ACTION:  Amendment  of  final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  revises  DOD  policy 
for  the  Discharge  Review  Boards  of  the 
Military  Departments.  Under  the  revised 
policy,  certain  former  members  of  the 
inactive  reserve  components  of  the 
armed  forces  may  be  entitled  to  upgrade 
of  their  discharges.  Discharge  review 
applicants  affected  by  this  rule  will  be 
issued  an  honorable  discharge  unless 
the  proper  grounds  exist  for  the  issuance 
of  a  general  or  an  other  than  honorable 
(formerly  undesirable)  discharge. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lieutenant  Commander  Eric  J.  Barnett, 
U.S.  Navy,  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Judge  Advocate  General 
(Litigation),  Hoffman  II  Building,  Room 
9S17,  200  Stovall  Street,  Alexandria, 
Virginia,  22332,  (703)  325-9870. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
DOD  policy  for  the  Discharge  Review 
Boards  of  the  Military  Departments  is 
set  forth  in  32  CFR  Part  70,  March  31, 
1978  (43  FR  13564).  An  amendment  to 


this  rule  was  published  December  27, 
1979  (44  FR  76486).  This  will  be  the 
second  change.  The  revised  policy  is  a 
result  of  implementation  by  DOD  of 
orders  issued  by  Judge  Barrington 
Parker  in  the  case  of  Wood  v.  Secretary 
of  Defense,  Civil  Action  No.  77-0684 
(D.D.C.). 

Former  members  of  the  inactive 
reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces 
affected  by  the  revised  policy  include 
former  members  of  the  Naval  or  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  who  were  in  a  non¬ 
drilling  status  and  former  members  of 
the  Air  Force  Reserve  who  were  in  a 
nonparticipating  category.  Any 
individual  who  believes  he  or  she  may 
be  affected  by  the  revised  policy  may 
receive  additional  information  by 
contacting  the  appropriate  Discharge 
Review  Board  at  the  following 
addresses: 

For  former  members  of  the  Navy  or 
Marine  Corps:  Naval  Council  of 
Personnel  Boards,  801  N.  Randolph 
Street,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203 
For  former  members  of  the  Air  Force: 

Air  Force  Discharge  Review  Board, 

920  Commonwealth  Building,  Rosslyn, 
Virginia  22209 

For  former  members  of  the  Army:  Army 
Council  of  Review  Boards,  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
Washington,  D.C.  20310 
Publication  of  this  rule  as  a  proposed 
rule  for  the  purpose  of  public  comment 
is  considered  unnecessary,  impractical, 
and  contrary  to  public  interest  in  view 
of  the  Court  Order  requiring  timely 
publication  of  the  revised  policy  this 
rule  sets  forth. 

Accordingly,  Section  70.6  of  this  Part 
is  revised  by  numbering  the  text 
following  paragraph  (b)  as  paragraph 
(1),  renumbering  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2) 
as  paragraphs  (i)  and  (ii),  and  adding 
paragraph  (2)  as  follows: 

§  70.6  Discharge  review  standards. 

***** 

(b)  Propriety. 

(1)  A  discharge  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
proper  unless,  in  the  course  of  discharge 
review,  it  is  determined  that: 

(i)  There  exists  an  error  of  fact,  law, 
procedures,  or  discretion  associated 
with  the  discharge  at  the  time  of 
issuance;  and  that  the  rights  of  the 
applicant  were  prejudiced  thereby.  Such 
error  shall  constitute  prejudicial  error,  if 
there  is  substantial  doubt  that  the 
discharge  would  have  remained  the 
same  if  the  error  had  not  been  made;  or 

(ii)  That  a  change  in  policy  by  the 
Military  Service  of  which  the  applicant 
was  a  member,  made  expressly 
retroactive  to  the  type  of  discharge 
under  consideration,  requires  a  change 
in  the  discharge. 


(2)  The  following  applies  to  applicants 
who  received  less  than  fully  honorable 
administrative  discharges  because  of 
their  civilian  misconduct  while  in  an 
inactive  reserve  component  and  who 
were  discharged  or  had  their  discharge 
reviewed  on  or  after  April  20, 1971:  the 
DRB  shall  either  recharacterize  the 
discharge  to  honorable  without  any 
additional  proceedings  or  complete  a 
review  to  determine  whether  proper 
grounds  exist  for  the  issuance  of  a  less 
than  honorable  discharge,  taking  into 
account  that: 

(i)  An  other  than  honorable  (formerly 
undesirable)  discharge  can  only  be 
based  upon  civilian  misconduct  found  to 
have  affected  directly  the  performance 
of  military  duties; 

(ii)  A  general  discharge  can  only  be 
based  upon  civilian  misconduct  found  to 
have  had  an  adverse  impact  on  the 
overall  effectiveness  of  the  military, 
including  military  morale  and  efficiency. 
***** 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Service, 
Department  of  Defense 

[FR  Doc.  81-19456  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  100 
[CGD  13-81-04] 

1981  Columbia  Cup  Unlimited 
Hydroplane  Race;  Regatta,  Columbia 
River 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  a  final 
rule  establishing  a  zone  of  controlled 
navigation  on  the  Columbia  River  for  the 
four  day  period  from  23  through  26  July 
1981.  The  zone  extends  from  the  western 
end  of  Hydro  Island  to  the  U.S.  Route  12 
Highway  Bridge  (Blue  Bridge)  at 
Kennewick,  Washington.  This  action  is 
required  to  insure  the  safe  conduct  of  an 
approved  marine  event. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  rule  will  be 
effective  on  23  July  through  26  July  1981 
from  0900  to  1900  Pacific  Daylight  Time 
(PDT). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

LCDR  R.  B.  Millson,  Boating  Safety 
Officer,  (206)  442-7355. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  1.  This 
regulation  is  published  as  a  final  rule. 
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The  rule  is  effective  in  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  because  there  is 
insufficient  time  to  publish  a  proposed 
rule  before  the  date  of  the  event.  * 

2.  The  rule  is  necessary  to  protect  life 
and  property  during  the  event. 

3.  This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
the  terms  of  Executive  Order  12291.  It 
will  involve  minimal  costs  and  will  have 
an  insignificant  impact  on  recreational 
and  commercial  vessels  and  other 
marine  interests  in  the  restricted  zone 
established  by  the  rule.  This  conclusion 
follows  from  the  fact  that  the  rule  will 
only  be  effective  for  a  ten-hour  period 
on  each  of  four  consecutive  days. 
Furthermore,  the  rule  will  only  control 
and  coordinate  navigation  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  insure  the  safety  of 
everyone  in  the  area  during  the  hydro¬ 
plane  regatta. 

4.  For  the  reasons  stated  in  paragraph 
3,  the  Commander,  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District,  has  determined  that  the 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

5.  Assessed  against  the  standards  of 
DOT  Order  2100.5,  the  economic  impact 
from  this  rule  will  be  minimal  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  paragraph  3. 
Consequently,  a  formal  written 
economic  evaluation  is  not  required  and 
one  has  not  been  prepared. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  notice  are  LCDR  R.  B. 
Millson,  USCG,  Project  Officer,  CCGD13 
Boating  Safety  Officer,  and  LT  Pecos  Bill 
Field,  USGC,  Project  Attorney,  CCGD13 
Legal  Office. 

Discussion  of  Final  Rule 

6.  Annually,  the  Tri-Cities  Water 
Follies  Association  sponsors  an 
unlimited  hydroplane  regatta  on  the 
Columbia  River  near  Kennewick, 
Washington.  The  event  draws  a  large 
number  of  spectators  to  the  beaches  and 
waters  surrouding  the  race  course.  A 
sizable  portion  of  the  spectators  watch 
the  event  from  a  significant  number  of 
pleasure  craft  anchored  near  the  race 
course.  To  ensure  the  safety  of  both  the 
spectators  and  the  participants,  a 
special  navigational  regulation 
providing  the  Coast  Guard  personnel 
with  the  authority  to  control  and 
coordinate  general  navigation  in  the 
waters  surrounding  the  race  course 
during  the  event  is  required. 

7.  By  the  authority  contained  in  Title 
46,  U.S.  Code,  Section  454,  as 
implemented  by  Title  33,  Part  100,  U.S. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  a  Special 
Local  Regulation  controlling  navigation 
on  the  described  waters  is  promulgated. 
By  the  same  authority,  the  described 


waters  will  be  patrolled  by  vessels  of 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  and  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Auxiliary.  The  Regulation  will  be 
enforced  by  Coast  Guard  Officers  and/ 
or  Petty  Officers  aboard  these  vessels. 

Final  Regulation 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Coast  Guard  amends  Part  100  of  Title  33, 
U.S.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  by 
adding  the  following  new  section: 

Section  100.35-1301 

1981  Columbia  Cup  Unlimited 
Hydroplane  Race 

A.  This  regulation  will  be  in  effect 
from  23  July  through  26  July  from  0900  to 
1900  PDT. 

B.  General  navigation  and  anchorage 
is  restricted  during  the  hours  this 
regulation  is  in  effect  on  the  waters  of 
the  Columbia  River  from  the  western 
end  of  Hydro  Island  to  the  U.S.  Route  12 
Highway  Bridge  (Blue  Bridge)  at 
Kennewick,  Washington. 

C.  The  Coast  Guard  patrol  of  the  area 
described  in  paragraph  B.  will  be  under 
the  direction  of  the  Coast  Guard  Patrol 
Commander.  He  is  empowered  to 
control  the  movement  of  vessels  in  the 
area  described  in  paragraph  B. 

D.  Vessels  underway  in  the  area 
described  in  paragraph  B.  shall  proceed 
only  at  speeds  which  create  a  minimal 
wake.  Under  no  circumstances  shall 
vessels  proceed  at  a  speed  greater  than 
seven  (07)  miles  per  hour.  This 
maximum  speed  may  be  reduced  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Coast  Guard  Patrol 
Commander. 

E.  A  succession  of  sharp,  short  signals 
by  whistle  or  horn  from  vessels 
patrolling  the  area  described  in 
paragraph  B.  shall  serve  as  a  signal  to 
stop.  Vessels  signaled  shall  immediately 
stop  and  comply  with  the  orders  issued 
by  the  Coast  Guard  personnel  aboard 
the  patrol  vessel. 

Authorities:  Sec.  1,  35  Stat.  69,  as  amended, 
Sec.  6(b)(1).  80  Stat.  937;  46  U.S.C.  454;  49 
U.S.C.  1655(b)(1);  33  CFR  100.35;  49  CFR 
1.46(b)/ 

Dated:  June  19, 1981. 

C.  E.  Larkin, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 
13th  Coast  Guard  District. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19571  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


33  CFR  Part  117 
[CGD  81-003] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Atlantic  Intracoastal  Waterway, 
Charleston  County,  S.C. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

Summary:  At  the  request  of  the  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Highways  and 
Public  Transportation,  the  Coast  Guard 
is  amending  the  regulations  governing 
the  operations  of  the  Ben  M.  Sawyer 
Bridge,  mile  462.2,  and  the  Wappoo 
Creek  Bridge,  mile  470.8,  across  the 
Atlantic  Intracostal  Waterway  (ATWW). 
This  will  eliminate  morning  and  evening 
closed  periods  on  weekends  and  legal 
holidays.  Afternoon  restrictions  will  be 
added  on  these  days  that  will  only 
require  the  draws  to  open  on  the  hour 
and  half  hour  to  allow  accumulated 
vessels  to  pass.  This  will  accommodate 
heavy  afternoon  and  evening  vehicular 
traffic.  In  addition,  the  morning  closed 
period  on  the  Wappoo  Creek  Bridge  will 
be  extended  to  accommodate  an  altered 
traffic  pattern.  On  both  bridges, 
commercial  vessels,  except  tugs  with 
tows,  will  no  longer  be  allowed  to  pass 
during  closed  or  restricted  periods.  This 
action  will  relieve  vehicular  traffic 
dining  the  morning  rush  hour  on  the 
Wappoo  Creek  Bridge  and  will  provide 
relief  for  the  heavy  weekend  vehicular 
traffic  on  both  bridges,  and  still  provide 
for  the  reasonable  needs  of  navigation. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
James  R.  Kretschmer,  Bridge 
Administrator,  Bridge  Section  (oan). 
Room  1006,  Federal  Building,  51 
Southwest  First  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida 
33130,  telephone:  (305)  350-4108. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  19 
January  1981,  the  Coast  Guard  published 
a  proposed  rule  (46  FR  4953)  concerning 
this  amendment.  The  Commander, 
Seventh  Coast  Guard  District  also 
published  this  proposal  as  public  notices 
dated  23  January  1981  and  24  April  1981. 
Interested  persons  were  given  until  20 
February  1981,  23  February  1981,  and  26 
May  1981  respectively  to  submit 
comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Lieutenant 
(Junior  Grade)  Jane  L.  Hamilton,  Bridge 
Administration  Officer,  Office  of  Aids  to 
Navigation  Bridge  Section  and 
Lieutenant  John  M.  Griesbaum,  Office  of 
Commander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District,  Legal  Office. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

A  total  of  twenty-seven  comments 
were  received  to  the  23  January  1981 
public  notice:  nineteen  supported  the 
proposal,  two  stated  no  objection,  and 
seven  were  in  opposition.  Those 
opposed  addressed  five  areas  of 
concern:  the  regulations  on  the  Wappoo 
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Creek  Bridge  would  require  slow  moving 
pleasure  craft  to  leave  safe  harbor 
during  hours  of  darkness  or  arrive  in 
safe  harbor  during  hours  of  darkness; 
the  regulations  should  be  more 
restrictive;  changes  in  the  exemption 
clause  of  the  regulations  will  place 
undue  hardships  on  commercial  vessel 
traffic  in  general  and  specifically  tugs 
without  tows;  radiotelephones  should  be 
installed;  and  the  weekend  restrictions 
should  be  on  a  seasonal  basis  only. 

In  regards  to  the  proposed  change  in 
the  regulation  at  the  Wappoo  Creek 
Bridge,  while  it  is  not  necessarily 
desirable  to  travel  the  Atlantic 
Intracoastal  Waterway  during  hours  of 
darkness,  it  is  not  hazardous  to  the 
prudent  mariner.  The  reduction  in 
available  passage  time  is  thirty  minutes, 
a  negligible  amount  when  considering 
other  variables  such  as  tide,  current, 
weather,  and  operating  speeds.  In 
comparison,  the  effect  on  vehicular 
traffic  by  opening  the  Wappoo  Creek 
Bridge  during  that  thirty  minute  time 
frame  is  serious  and  far  reaching.  As  a 
result  of  this  minimal  restriction  on 
waterway  traffic,  the  additional  thirty 
minute  time  frame  from  6:30  a.m.  to  7 
a.m.  on  the  Wappoo  Creek  Bridge  is  not 
considered  to  be  unduly  restrictive  or 
hazardous  to  navigation  and  is 
considered  to  be  in  the  best  public 
interest. 

There  is  insufficient  statistical 
justification  to  establish  regulations  that 
are  more  restrictive  than  these  rules. 

The  intent  of  these  regulations  is  to  aid 
in  the  flow  of  morning  and  evening  rush 
hour  vehicular  traffic.  To  extend 
restrictions  through  the  entire  day  is  not 
justified  and  does  not  meet  the 
reasonable  needs  of  navigation  on  the 
waterway. 

Changes  are  being  made  in  the  vessel 
exemption  clause  of  these  regulations  in 
an  effort  to  standardize  them  with  other 
drawbridge  regulations  on  the 
waterway.  This  action  will  provide 
some  relief  for  vehicular  traffic  during 
rush  hour  periods.  A  review  of  the 
bridgetenders  logs  over  a  sixteen  month 
period  showed  that  the  Wappoo  Creek 
Bridge  was  opened  during  regulated 
hours  for  exempted  vessels  only  once 
every  9.4  days.  The  Ben  Sawyer  Bridge 
was  opened  once  every  8.2  days 
between  7  a.m.  and  9  a.m.  and  once 
every  5.8  days  between  4  p.m.  and  6  p.m. 
for  exempted  vessels.  In  light  of  these 
minimal  openings,  it  is  felt  that  although 
the  original  intent  of  the  Atlantic 
Intracoastal  Waterway  was  to  promote 
commercial  vessel  traffic,  this  change  in 
the  exempted  vessels  will  not 
unreasonably  impact  the  commercial 
users  of  the  waterway. 


A  review  of  the  files  on  the  Wappoo 
Creek  and  Ben  Sawyer  Bridges  showed 
that  VHF-FM  Radiotelephones  were 
voluntarily  installed  in  1976  by  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Highways  and 
Public  Transportation.  Based  on  this 
action  it  is  not  necessary  to  include  the 
installation  of  such  equipment  in  this 
rule  making. 

The  recommendation  of  seasonal 
restrictions  on  weekends  was  not 
adopted.  The  Ben  Sawyer  and  Wappoo 
Creek  Bridges  have  been  operating  on 
year-round  restrictions.  The  changes  in 
the  regulations  are  being  made  to  more 
adequately  accommodate  an  altered 
vehicular  and  vessel  traffic  pattern.  The 
volume  of  traffic  crossing  the  structures 
is  sufficient  to  justify  year-round 
regulation. 

As  a  result  of  objections  received 
from  commercial  users  of  the  waterway, 
a  second  public  notice  was  issued  on  24 
April  1981  soliciting  comments  as  to  the 
economic  impact  of  these  regulations  on 
small  businesses  using  the  waterway, 
the  bridge,  and  operating  in  the 
surrounding  areas.  This  public  notice 
was  issued  to  all  known  interested 
parties  including  all  individuals  who 
commented  on  die  original  public  notice. 
The  notice  was  targeted  at  commercial 
interests  in  the  area.  In  addition,  the 
public  notice  was  published  in  the  Local 
Notice  to  Mariners  17-81  and  received 
extensive  local  media  coverage.  No 
objections  were  received  as  a  result  of 
this  public  notice.  All  comments 
indicated  that  no  adverse  economic 
impacts  would  accrue  from 
implementation  of  these  regulations. 
Most  comments  indicated  that  any 
economic  impacts  would  be  of  a  positive 
nature  as  a  result  of  reduction  in 
vehicular  fuel  consumption  during  draw 
openings  and  reduction  in  lost  work 
time  resulting  from  bridge  related  traffic 
problems. 

These  final  regulations  have  been 
reviewed  under  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  12291  and  have  been  determined 
not  to  be  a  major  rule.  In  addition,  this 
Final  Rule  is  considered  to  be 
nonsignificant  in  accordance  with 
guidelines  set  out  in  the  Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis, 
and  Review  of  Regulations  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  22  May  1980).  An  economic 
evaluation  has  not  been  conducted 
since,  for  the  reasons  discussed  above, 
its  impact  is  expected  to  be  minimal.  In 
accordance  with  §  605(d)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (94  Stat.  1164), 
it  is  also  certified  that  these  rules,  if 
promulgated,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

A  review  of  the  situation  in 
Charleston  County  has  revealed  several 


factors  which  indicate  that  it  is  in  the 
best  public  interest  for  this  regulation  to 
be  effective  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
islands  served  by  these  bridges  are 
unincorporated  residential  areas  of  the 
City  of  Charleston.  The  rush  hour  traffic 
problems  connected  with  bridge* 
openings  cut  these  areas  off  from  all 
emergency  services  until  traffic  clears 
and  resumes  its  normal  flow.  It  is  not 
unusual  for  the  traffic  to  require  over  an 
hour  to  resume  its  normal  flow.  The 
problem  is  intensified  during  the 
summer  months  when  these  islands 
attract  thousands  of  additional  people  to 
their  resorts  and  beaches.  With  these 
reasons  in  mind,  it  has  been  determined 
that  this  regulation  will  become 
effective  immediately  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 

1.  By  revising  §  117.365  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.365  Sullivan’s  Island  Narrows, 

AIWW,  mile  462.2,  Ben  M.  Sawyer  bridge, 
State  Road  703  between  Sullivan’s  Island 
and  Mount  Pleasant,  SC. 

(a)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
the  bridge  need  not  open  the  draw  from 
7  a.m.  to  9  a.m.  and  from  4  p.m.  to  6  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  On  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  and  federal  legal  holidays 
from  2  p.m.  to  6  p.m.  the  draw  need  open 
only  on  the  hour  and  half-hour  to  pass 
accumulated  vessels.  The  draw  shall 
open  promptly  upon  signal  for  the 
passage  of  tugs  with  tows,  vessels 
owned  and  operated  by  the  United 
States,  and  vessels  in  distress.  The 
opening  signal  from  these  vessels  is  four 
blasts  of  a  whistle,  horn,  or  by  shouting. 

(b)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
the  bridge  shall  post  on  both  sides  of  the 
bridge,  signs  that  state  the  essential 
features  of  the  regulations  in  this 
section.  These  signs  shall  be  of  such  size 
that  they  may  be  easily  read  from  an 
approaching  vessel  at  any  time. 

2.  By  revising  §  117.370  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 17.370  Wappoo  Creek,  AIWW,  mile 
470.8,  Wappoo  Creek  Bridge,  State  Road 
171/700,  Charleston,  SC. 

(a)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
the  bridge  need  not  open  the  draw  from 
6:30  a.m.  to  9  a.m.  and  from  4  p.m.  to  6 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  On 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  federal  legal 
holidays  from  2  p.m.  to  6  p.m.  the  draw 
need  open  only  on  the  hour  and  half- 
hour  to  pass  accumulated  vessels.  The 
draw  shall  open  promptly  upon  signal  at 
any  time  for  the  passage  of  tugs  with 
tows,  vessels  owned  and  operated  by 
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the  United  States,  and  vessels  in 
distress.  The  opening  signal  from  these 
vessels  is  four  blasts  of  a  whistle,  horn, 
or  by  shouting. 

(b)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
the  bridge  shall  post  on  both  sides  of  the 
bridge,  signs  that  state  the  essential 
features  of  the  regulations  in  this 
section.  These  signs  shall  be  of  such  size 
that  they  may  be  easily  read  from  an 
approaching  vessel  at  any  time. 

(33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(2);  49  CFR 
1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-l(g)(3)) 

Dated:  June  5, 1981. 

B.  L.  Stabile, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 
Seventh  Coast  Guard  District. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19572  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) ' 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-14-M 


33  CFR  Part  117 

[CGD  80-151] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Caloosahatchee  River— Florida 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  At  the  request  of  the  Lee 
County  Board  of  County  Commissioners, 
the  Coast  Guard  is  amending  the 
regulations  governing  the  operation  of 
the  Edison  Memorial  Bridge,  U.S. 
Highway  41,  across  the  Caloosahatchee 
River,  Okeechobee  Waterway,  mile 
134.5,  to  provide  a  morning  closed 
period  during  peak  vehicular  traffic.  The 
hours  of  the  existing  evening  closed 
period  are  being  altered  as  well.  This 
action  will  relieve  vehicular  traffic 
during  the  morning  and  evening  rush 
hours,  and  will  provide  for  the 
reasonable  needs  of  navigation  at  this 
time. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  R.  Kretschmer,  Bridge 
Administrator,  Bridge  Section  (oan), 
Room  1006,  Federal  Building,  51 
Southwest  First  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida 
33130,  telephone:  (305)  350^108. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  8 
December  1980,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (45  FR  80839) 
concerning  this  amendment.  The 
Commander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District  also  published  this  proposal  as  a 
public  notice  dated  1  December  1980. 
Interested  persons  were  given  until  5 
January  1981  and  2  January  1981 
respectively  to  submit  comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Ensign  Jane  L. 
Hamilton,  Bridge  Administration 


Officer,  Office  of  Aids  to  Navigation  and 
Lieutenant  John  M.  Griesbaum,  Office  of 
Commander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District,  Legal  Office. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

A  total  of  sixteen  comments  were 
received:  eleven  supported  the  proposal, 
two  stated  no  objection,  and  three  were 
in  opposition.  Those  opposed,  addressed 
three  areas  of  concern:  the  regulations 
were  unduly  restrictive  and  the  bridge 
should  open  at  8:00  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m.  to 
allow  accumulated  vessels  to  pass;  the 
regulations  should  only  be  instituted  on 
a  seasonal  basis;  Saturdays  should  be 
eliminated  from  the  regulation.  These 
objections  have  some  validity;  however, 
it  is  felt  that  vessel  operators  can  adjust 
their  schedules  to  avoid  conflicts  and 
significant  delays  during  the  closed 
periods.  Traffic  studies  show  that  there 
is  a  significant  increase  in  vehicular 
traffic  during  peak  hours.  An  evaluation 
of  the  waterway  showed  that  there  are 
no  additional  regulated  bridges  in  the 
area.  Adequate  holding  areas  and 
mooring  facilities  are  available  in  the 
vicinity  for  all  vessels  required  to  wait 
for  a  draw  opening.  In  light  of  the 
foregoing,  it  is  felt  that  the  regulation  is 
not  unduly  restrictive  and  openings  at 
8:00  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m.  should  not  be 
included.  The  alternative  of  seasonal 
restrictions  is  not  being  considered.  The 
bridge  is  currently  operating  under  year- 
round  restrictions.  The  traffic  involved 
is  the  rush  hour  traffic  composed 
primarily  of  local,  year-round  residents. 
The  seasonal  influx  does  add  to  the 
number  of  vehicles  involved;  however,  it 
is  not  the  primary  problem.  Saturdays 
were  eliminated  from  these  regulations 
because  data  justifying  the  inclusion  of 
Saturdays  was  not  found.  No  objections 
to  the  regulation  were  received  from  the 
commercial  users  of  the  waterway  and 
the  known  commercial  interests 
adjacent  to  the  bridge. 

The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
for  this  regulation  was  issued  prior  to  1 
January  1981;  therefore,  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  does  not  apply.  However, 
in  accordance  with  Section  7(f)  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  this  final 
regulation  has  been  sent  to  Director, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for  a 
30  day  review.  In  addition,  these  final 
regulations  are  considered  to  be 
nonsignificant  in  accordance  with 
guidelines  set  out  in  the  Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis, 
and  Review  of  Regulations  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  22  May  1980).  An  economic 
evaluation  has  not  been  conducted 
since,  for  the  reasons  discussed  above, 
its  impact  is  expected  to  be  minimal.  In 
accordance  with  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (94  Stat.  1164), 


it  is  also  certified  that  these  rules  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
fentities. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
§  117.462  to  read  as  follows: 

§117.462  Caloosahatchee  River, 
Okeechobee  Waterway,  mile  134.5,  Edison 
Memorial  Bridge,  U.S.  Highway  41,  Fort 
Myers,  Lee  County,  Florida. 

(a)  From  7:30  a.m.  to  8:30  a.m.  and  5 
p.m.  to  6  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  Federal  holidays  except  as 
provided  for  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  the  draw  need  not  open  for 
passage  of  vessels.  At  all  other  times  the 
draw  shall  open  on  signal. 

(b)  The  draw  shall  open  at  any  time 
for  passage  of  public  vessels  of  the 
United  States,  tugs  with  tows,  or  vessels 
in  distress.  The  opening  signal  from 
these  vessels  is  four  blasts  of  a  whistle, 
horn,  or  by  shouting. 

(c)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
this  bridge  shall  post,  on  both  sides  of 
the  bridge,  signs  that  state  the 
conditions  of  this  regulation.  These  signs 
shall  be  of  such  size  that  they  may  be 
easily  read  from  an  approaching  vessel 
at  any  time. 

(33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(2);  49  CFR 
1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-l(g)(3)) 

Dated:  June  5, 1981. 

B.  L.  Stabile, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Commander. 
Seventh  Coast  Guard  District. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19567  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


33  CFR  Part  117 

(CGD  81-046] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations;; 
Puyallup  River,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule — Revocation. 

summary:  This  amendment  revokes  the 
regulations  for  the  East  11th  Street 
highway  bridge  across  the  Puyallup 
River,  Tacoma,  Washington,  because  the 
drawbridge  has  been  converted  to  a 
fixed  bridge  by  amendment  to  the  Bridge 
Permit  P(128-77)  approved  on 
September  2, 1977. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alfred  T.  Meschter,  Assistant  Chief, 
Bridge  Administration  Division  (G- 
NBR/14),  Room  1414,  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  2100  Second  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20593  (202-426-0942). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Drafting 
information:  The  principal  persons 
involved  in  drafting  this  revocation  of 
regulations  are:  Alfred  T.  Meschter, 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Navigation, 
and  Coleman  Sachs,  Project  Attorney, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

This  action  has  no  economic 
consequences.  It  merely  revokes 
regulations  that  are  now  meaningless 
because  they  pertain  to  a  drawbridge 
that  no  longer  exists.  Consequently,  this 
action  cannot  be  considered  a  major 
rule  under  Executive  Order  12291. 
Furthermore,  it  has  been  found 
nonsignificant  under  the  Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis, 
and  Review  of  Regulations  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  5-2-80),  and  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  an  economic  evaluation. 
Because  no  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  required  under  5  U.S.C. 
553,  this  action  is  exempt  from  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (94  Stat.  1164). 
However,  the  requirements  of  the  Act 
were  taken  into  consideration,  and  this 
action  will  not  have  a  significant  effect 
on  small  entities. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  by  removing 
§  117.785(f)(2). 

§117.785  [Amended] 

W* 

(2)  [Removed] 

(33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(2),  49  CFR 
1.46(c)(5)) 

Dated:  June  4, 1981. 

R.  A.  Bauman, 

Rear  Admiral  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Navigation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19570  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


33  CFR  Part  117 

[CGD  80-123] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Sheepscot  River,  Maine 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the  Maine 
Department  of  Transportation  and  the 
Maine  Central  Railroad  Company,  the 
Coast  Guard  is  changing  the  regulations 
governing  the  U.S.  Route  #1  Highway 
Bridge,  mile  14.0  and  the  Maine  Central 
Railroad  Company  bridge,  mile  15.0, 
between  Wiscasset  and  Edgecomb,  to 
provide  that  the  draws  need  not  open. 
The  change  was  proposed  because  of 
the  small  number  of  requests  for  the 
opening  of  either  bridge  during  the  last 
five  years.  This  action  will  relieve  the 
bridge  owners  of  the  burden  of 


maintaining  the  machinery  and  of 
having  to  open  the  draws  while  still 
providing  for  the  reasonable  needs  of 
navigation. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Naulty,  Chief,  Bridge  Branch, 
First  Coast  Guard  District,  150 
Causeway  Street,  Boston, 

Massachusetts  02114  (617-223-0645). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  6 
October  1980,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (45  FR  66178) 
concerning  this  amendment.  The 
Commander,  First  Coast  Guard  District, 
also  published  these  proposals  as  a 
Public  Notice  dated  8  October  1980. 
Interested  persons  were  given  until  10 
November  1980  to  submit  comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  William  J.  Naulty, 
Chief,  Bridge  Branch,  First  Coast  Guard 
District,  and  Lieutenant  William  B. 
O’Leary,  Project  Attorney,  Assistant 
Legal  Officer,  First  Coast  Guard  District. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

The  Federal  Register  notification  and 
the  Public  Notice  issued  by  the  First 
Coast  Guard  District  generated  three 
responses.  Two  letters  expressed 
objections  to  the  proposal.  The  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  had  no  objection  to 
the  proposed  change.  Blake’s  Marine,  a 
boat  sale  enterprise  in  Wiscasset, 
indicated  concern  about  the  effect  of  the 
proposal  on  its  customers  and  its 
business.  The  Coast  Guard  feels  that 
boat  sales  are  not  dependent  on  access 
to  the  upper  portion  of  the  Sheepscot 
River.  While  access  to  the  upper  river 
may  influence  the  sale  of  small  boats, 
the  safer  waters  of  the  lower  river  and 
its  adjoining  waterways  are  more 
conducive  to  the  operation  of  larger 
craft.  A  resident  of  Aina  has  mentioned 
a  possible  revival  of  commercial 
navigation  on  the  waterway,  citing  as 
evidence  a  single  request  for  an  opening 
of  the  highway  bridge,  in  connection 
with  a  delivery  of  firewood  to  Sheepscot 
Village.  Even  if  this  transit  occurred,  it 
does  not  signal  a  revival  of  commerce 
along  the  Sheepscot  River.  Bridge  logs 
indicate  that  neither  draw  has  opened 
since  1975.  The  possibility  of  such  a 
revival  is  very  remote  and  does  not 
warrant  further  consideration  at  this 
time. 

It  was  concluded  that  approval  of  the 
requests  of  the  Maine  Department  of 
Transportation  and  the  Maine  Central 
Railroad  Company  will  not  have  a 
significant  effect  on  navigation.  The 
vertical  clearances  of  ten  feet  under  the 


highway  bridge  and  eight  feet  under  the 
railroad  bridge  are  adequate  for  most 
recreational  craft  that  use  this  reach  of 
the  Sheepscot  River.  The  scarcity  of 
requests  for  an  opening  of  either  bridge 
during  the  previous  five  years  indicates 
that  larger  craft  are  seldon  operated  on 
the  unmarked  upper  portion  of  the  river. 

The  U.S.  Route  #1  bridge  will  be 
removed  when  its  replacement,  a  fixed 
bridge  providing  a  vertical  clearance  of 
25  feet  above  mean  high  water,  is 
constructed.  The  new  bridge  is  expected 
to  be  completed  in  1982. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  the  proposal  would 
have  required  that  either  bridge  be 
returned  to  an  operable  condition  upon 
notification  by  the  Commandant.  Owing 
to  the  anticipated  replacement  of  the 
highway  drawbridge  with  a  fixed  bridge 
in  1982  this  paragraph  has  been  revised 
in  this  final  rule  so  that  this  provision 
applies  only  to  the  railroad  bridge. 

These  regulations  have  been  reviewed 
under  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12291,  and  have  been  determined  not  to 
be  a  major  rule.  In  addition,  these 
regulations  are  considered  to  be 
nonsignificant  in  accordance  with 
guidelines  set  out  in  the  Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis, 
and  Review  of  Regulations  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  5-22-80).  An  economic 
evaluation  has  not  been  conducted 
since,  for  the  reasons  discussed  above, 
their  impact  is  expected  to  be  minimal. 
Because  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  issued  before  )anuary  1, 
1981,  these  regulations  are  exempt  from 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (94  Stat. 
1164).  However,  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  have  been  taken  into  consideration, 
and  these  regulations  are  not  expected 
to  have  a  significant  impact  on  small 
entities. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
§  117.5a  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.5a  Sheepscot  River,  Maine. 

Maine  Department  of  Transportation 
bridge,  mile  14.0  amd  Maine  Central 
Railroad  bridge,  mile  15.0. 

(a)  The  draws  of  these  bridges  need 
not  be  opened  for  the  passage  of 
vessels. 

(b)  The  drawspan  of  the  Maine 
Central  Railroad  bridge  shall  be 
returned  to  operable  condition  within 
six  months  after  notification  from  the 
Commandant  to  take  such  action. 

(33  U.S.C.  499;  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(2);  49  CFR 
1.46(c)(5);  33  CFR  1.05-l(g)(3)) 
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Dated:  June  5, 1981. 

R.  H.  Wood, 

Rear  Admiral.  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 
First  Coast  Guard  District. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19568  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-145-M 


33  CFR  Part  117 

[CGD  80-092] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Umpqua  River,  Oreg. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the 
Southern  Pacific  Transportation 
Company,  the  Coast  Guard  is  changing 
the  regulations  governing  the  Southern 
Pacific  swingspan,  railroad,  drawbridge 
across  the  Umpqua  River,  mile  11.5  at 
Reedsport,  Oregon,  by  permitting  the 
draw  to  remain  open  at  all  times  except 
when  required  to  be  closed  for  the 
actual  passage  of  trains  or  other  railroad 
equipment.  This  change  is  being  made 
because  the  modernization  of  operating 
machinery  has  made  it  possible  to 
operate  the  bridge  from  a  remote  control 
point  on  the  fixed  portion  of  the  bridge 
and  to  maintain  the  bridge  in  the  open 
position  for  long  periods  of  time.  This 
action  will  accommodate  the  needs  of 
rail  traffic  while  maximizing  provisions 
for  the  reasonable  needs  of  navigation. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  E.  Mikesell,  District  Bridge 
Administrator,  Aids  to  Navigation 
Branch,  Room  3564,  Federal  Building, 

915  Second  Avenue,  Seattle, 

Washington  98174.  (206)  442-5864. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  4 
August  1980,  The  Coast  Guard  published 
a  proposed  rule  (45  FR  51618)  concerning 
this  amendment.  The  Commander, 
Thirteenth  Coast  Guard  District  also 
published  this  proposal  as  a  Public 
Notice  dated  11  August  1980.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  4  September 
1980  to  submit  comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  John  E. 
Mikesell,  District  Bridge  Administrator 
and  LL  B.  W.  Edwards  of  the  District 
Legal  Officer’s  staff. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Two  comments  were  received 
objecting  to  the  proposal.  The  objections 
concerned  the  proposed  siren  fog  signal 
which  would  be  sounded  in  foggy 
weather  when  the  bridge  was  in  the 


closed  position.  One  objected  to  the 
noise  level  and  the  other  to  the  type  of 
signal.  After  the  objectors  and  applicant 
discussed  the  problem  a  resolution  was 
reached,  which  is  an  acceptable 
alternative  to  all  concerned.  The  siren 
fog  signal  that  was  proposed  has  been 
replaced  in  this  final  rule  by  a  fog  horn. 
Four  other  commentors  offered  no 
objection  to  the  proposal. 

These  regulations  have  been  reviewed 
under  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12291  and  have  been  determined  not  to 
be  a  major  rule.  In  addition,  these 
regulations  are  considered  to  be 
nonsignificant  in  accordance  with 
guidelines  set  out  in  the  Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis, 
and  Review  of  Regulations  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  5-22-80).  An  economic 
evaluation  has  not  been  conducted 
since,  for  the  reasons  discussed  above, 
its  impact  is  expected  to  be  minimal.  In 
accordance  with  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (94  Stat  1164), 
it  is  also  certified  that  the  rules  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  In 
consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part  117 
of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
§  117.725  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  1 17— DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

§  1 17.725  Umpqua  River,  Oregon. 

Southern  Pacific  Transportation 
Company  bridge  at  Reedsport.  (a)  The 
drawspan  of  the  bridge  shall  be  kept 
open  at  all  times  except  when  actually 
required  for  the  passage  of  trains  or 
other  railroad  equipment  or  when 
maintenance  to  the  drawspan  is  being 
performed,  (b)  During  foggy  weather, 
when  the  draw  is  closed  and  the 
channel  is  not  clear  for  the  passage  of 
vessels,  there  shall  be  sounded  a  fog 
horn  with  an  audible  range  of  one  half 
mile  from  the  drawspan.  The  fog  horn 
shall  emit  two  clear  signals  of 
approximately  six  seconds  duration 
each,  repeated  at  intervals  of  sixty 
seconds  from  completion  of  the  second 
signal  to  commencement  of  the  next 
signal.  The  fog  horn  shall  be  sounded 
repeatedly  from  commencement  of 
closure  to  full  opening  of  the  drawspan. 
When  the  drawspan  is  again  in  the  open 
position  the  fog  horn  shall  be  stopped, 
indicating  that  the  channel  is  clear  for 
the  passage  of  vessels. 

(33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(2):  49  CFR 
1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-l(g)(3)) 


Dated:  May  7, 1981. 

Richard  F.  Malm, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander.  13th 
Coast  Guard  District,  Acting. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19569  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 

33  CFR  Part  161 

(CGD  80-010] 

Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Service 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  amending 
the  regulations  governing  the  Prince 
William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic  Service  in 
order  to  improve  and  update  the  existing 
regulations.  The  amendments  consist  of 
procedural  and  editorial  changes  plus 
corrections  of  some  minor  errors  found 
in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
and  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  regulation  is 
effective:  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Edward  LaRue,  Project  Manager, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and 
Systems,  Room  1608,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
2100  Second  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20593,  (202)  426-4958. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  29, 1980,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  concerning  these 
regulations  (45  FR  85471).  Interested 
persons  were  requested  to  submit 
comments  and  one  comment  from 
ARCO  Marine  was  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  these  regulations  are  Mr. 
Edward  LaRue,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  and  LL 
Michael  Tagg,  office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

ARCO  Marine  concurred  in  general 
with  the  proposed  regulations  and 
offered  specific  comments  on  the 
reporting  system.  ARCO  Marine  felt  that 
due  to  the  unreliable  communications  in 
the  area  it  is  better  to  rely  on  the 
terminal  information  than  on 
communications  from  the  vessels.  The 
Coast  Guard  believes  that  requiring 
radio  information  from  the  vessels  as 
well  as  terminal  data  provides  a  more 
reliable  picture  of  vessel  traffic  than  the 
use  of  either  alternative  alone. 
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Discussion  of  Changes 

The  Prince  William  Sound  VTS 
regulations  have  been  kept  largely  intact 
but  a  number  of  changes  have  been 
made.  While  these  changes  were 
described  in  the  NPRM,  a  brief  summary 
of  the  changes  will  assist  the  user  of  the 
new  regulations  in  determining  what  the 
changes  were.  Throughout  the 
regulations  all  measurements  have  been 
converted  from  feet  to  meters  to  comply 
with  the  Metric  Conversion  Act  of  1975. 

Two  new  definitions  have  been  added 
to  Section  161.303:  “tank  vessel”  and 
“laden  tank  vessel."  These  were  added 
since  tug  assistance  and  one-way  traffic 
regulations  vary  upon  the  status  of  the 
vessel. 

All  references  to  COLREGS 
demarcation  lines  have  been  deleted,  as 
have  references  to  the  Navigation  Rules 
for  Harbors,  Rivers  and  Inland  Waters, 
and  the  Pilot  Rules  for  Inland  Waters. 
The  COLREGS  navigation  rules  now 
control  throughout  the  VTS  Area. 

Section  161.306(b)  has  been  amended 
to  require  that  only  the  master  of  the 
vessel  maintain  a  copy  of  the  current 
Prince  William  Sound  VTS  Operating 
Manual  when  in  the  VTS  Area. 

The  order  in  which  arrival  information 
is  given  to  the  VTC  has  been  reversed 
by  amending  §§  161.334  and  161.336. 
Detailed  information  as  to  the  vessel 
type,  ETA,  speed,  etc.  will  be 
transmitted  three  hours  before  arrival, 
while  the  short  report  will  now  be  sent 
sixty  minues  prior  to  arrival  at 
Hinchinbrook  Entrance. 

The  description  of  the  reporting  point 
at  Hinchinbrook  Entrance  has  been 
clarified  in  §  161.340(a).  Section  161.356 
was  amended  to  re-establish  rights  of 
way  for  vessels  in  the  traffic  lanes. 

Speed  limits  which  were  previously  set 
by  Captain  of  the  Port  Order  are  now 
governed  by  §  161.376.  From  the  same 
need  to  make  a  temporary  Captain  of 
the  Port  Order  permanent  §  161.378  has 
been  amended  to  make  the  tug 
assistance  rules  permanent,  while 
existing  §  161.378(c),  the  tug  requirement 
when  docking,  has  been  deleted  as 
redundant. 

Several  geographic  changes  have  been 
made.  The  VTS  Area  has  been 
expanded  to  include  an  existing 
anchorage  area  (§  161.380).  Sections 
161.383  and  161.385  were  amended  to 
make  the  southern  end  of  the  TSS 
coincide  with  the  VTS  Area  boundary  at 
Hinchinbrook  Entrance.  The  Valdez 
Narrows  One-Way  Traffic  Area  has 
been  shortened  and  the  new  description 
of  the  boundaries  is  contained  in 
§  161.387.  For  the  convenience  of  the 
users  of  the  Prince  William  Sound  VTS 
Operating  Manual  and  to  assist  in  the 
production  of  a  new  Operating  Manual, 


the  Coast  Guard  is  publishing  the 
entirety  of  the  Prince  William  Sound 
VTS  regulations. 

Regulatory  Analysis 

These  final  amendments  have  been 
determined  to  be  nonsignificant  in 
accordance  with  the  guidelines  set  out 
in  the  Policies  and  Procedures  for 
Simplification,  Analysis,  and  Review  of 
Regulations  (DOT  Order  2100.5  of  May 
22, 1980).  The  basis  for  this 
determination  has  been  published  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  found  at 
45  FR  85471,  December  29, 1980.  A  full 
evaluation  under  Executive  Order  12291 
has  not  been  conducted  due  to  the 
minimal  impact  of  the  regulations.  The 
regulations  will  impose  no  new  costs  or 
regulatory  burdens  on  the  users  of  the 
VTS  System  and  by  clarifying  the  VTS 
procedures  will  contribute  to  safety  in 
the  VTS  area.  These  regulations  involve 
the  least  net  cost  to  the  users  of  the  VTS 
System. 

Under  the  criteria  established  in 
Section  1  of  the  Order,  these  final 
amendments  have  been  determined  to 
be  non-major. 

The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
was  published  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L. 
96-354,  94  Stat.  1164),  hence  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  do  not  apply. 
However,  the  interests  of  small 
businesses,  governments  and  other 
small  entities  were  taken  into 
consideration  during  the  development  of 
these  regulations. 

Accordingly,  Part  161,  Title  33,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  by 
revising  §§  161.301  through  161.387  to 
read  as  follows: 

***** 

Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Service 

General  Rules 

Sec. 

161.301  Purpose  and  Applicability. 

161.303  Definitions. 

161.304  Vessel  operation  in  the  VTS  Area. 

161.305  Laws  and  regulations  not  affected. 

161.306  VTS  Operating  Manual. 

161.307  VTC  directions. 

161.309  Authorization  to  deviate  from  these 
rules. 

161.311  Emergencies. 

Communication  Rules 
161.320  Radio  listening  watch. 

161.322  Radiotelephone  equipment. 

161.324  English  language. 

161.326  Time. 

161.328  Radio  failure. 

161.330  Report  of  emergency  or  radio 
failure. 

161.332  Report  of  impairment  to  the 
operation  of  the  vessel. 


Vessel  Movement  Reporting  Rules 
161.334  Initial  report. 

161.336  Follow-up  report. 

161.338  Movement  reports. 

161.340  Reporting  points. 

161.342  Final  report. 

Traffic  Separation  Scheme  Rules 
161.348  Vessels  required  to  use  the  TSS. 
161.350  Vessel  operation  in  the  TSS. 

161.352  Direction  of  traffic. 

161.354  Anchoring  in  the  TSS. 

161.356  Joining,  leaving,  and  crossing  a 
traffic  lane. 

Valdez  Narrows  Rules 

161.370  One-way  traffic  in  Valdez  Narrows. 
161.372  Entering  Valdez  Narrows. 

161.374  Communications  in  Valdez 
Narrows. 

Special  Requirements  for  Tank  Vessels 
161.376  Tank  vessels  in  the  VTS  Area. 
161.378  Tug  assistance  for  tank  vessels. 

Description  and  Geographic  Coordinates 
161.380  VTS  Area. 

161.383  Separation  zone. 

161.385  Traffic  lanes. 

161.387  Valdez  Narrows  One-Way  Traffic 
Area. 

****** 

Authority:  60  Stat.  238  (5  U.S.C.  552);  63 
Stat.  545  (14  U.S.C.  633);  80  Stat.  937  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(b);  92  Stat.  1477  (33  U.S.C.  1231); 

49  CFR  1.46(n)(4) 

General  Rules 

§  1 6 1 .30 1  Purpose  and  Applicability. 

(a)  Sections  161.301  through  161.387 
prescribe  rules  for  vessel  operation  in 
the  Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Service  Area  (VTS  Area)  to  prevent 
collisions  and  groundings  and  to  protect 
the  navigable  waters  of  the  VTS  Area 
from  environmental  harm  resulting  from 
collisions  and  groundings. 

(b)  The  General  Rules  in  §§  161.301 
through  161.311  excepting  §  161.306  and 
the  Traffic  Separation  Scheme  (TSS) 
Rules  in  §§  161.350  through  161.354  and 
161.356  (b)  and  (c)  apply  to  the  operation 
of  all  vessels. 

(c)  General  Rule  §  161.306,  the 
Communications  Rules  in  §§161.320 
through  161.332,  the  Vessel  Movement 
Reporting  Rules  in  §§  161.334  through 
161.342,  the  TSS  Rules  in  §§  161.348  and 
161.356(a),  and  the  Valdez  Narrows 
Rules  in  §  161.372  and  161.374  apply 
only  to  the  operation  of: 

(1)  Each  vessel  of  300  or  more  gross 
tons  that  is  propelled  by  machinery; 

(2)  Each  vessel  of  100  or  more  gross 
tons  that  is  carrying  one  or  more 
passengers  for  hire; 

(3)  Each  commercial  vessel  of  8 
meters  or  over  in  length  engaged  in 
towing  another  vessel  astern,  alongside, 
or  by  pushing  ahead;  and 

(4)  Each  dredge  and  floating  plant. 
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§161.303  Definitions. 

As  used  in  §§  161.301  through  161.387: 

"ETA”  means  estimated  time  of  arrival. 
“Person"  includes  an  individual,  firm, 
corporation,  association,  partnership,  and 
governmental  entity. 

“Separation  zone”  means  an  area  of  the  TSS 
that  is  located  between  two  traffic  lanes  to 
keep  vessels  proceeding  in  opposite 
directions  a  safe  distance  apart. 

"Traffic  lane”  means  an  area  of  the  TSS  in 
which  all  vessels  ordinarily  proceed  in  the 
same  direction. 

“Traffic  separation  scheme”  (TSS)  means  the 
network  of  traffic  lanes  and  separation 
zones  in  the  VTS  Area. 

“Vessel  Traffic  Center”  (VTC)  means  the 
shore  based  facility  that  operates  the 
Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Service. 

“Vessel  Traffic  Service  Area”  (VTS  Area) 
means  the  area  described  in  §  161.380. 
“Tank  Vessel”  means  any  vessel  specially 
constructed  or  converted  to  carry  oil  or 
other  hazardous  substances  in  bulk  in  the 
cargo  spaces. 

“Laden  Tank  Vessel”  means  a  tank  vessel 
having  cargo  on  board  in  excess  of  normal 
clingage  or  residual. 

§  161.304  Vessel  operation  in  the  VTS 
Area. 

No  person  may  cause  or  authorize  the 
operation  of  a  vessel  in  the  VTS  Area 
contrary  to  the  rules  in  §§  161.301 
through  161.387. 

§  161.305  Laws  and  regulations  not 
affected. 

Nothing  in  §§  161.301  through  161.387 
is  intended  to  relieve  any  person  from 
complying  with: 

(a)  International  Regulations  for 
Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea,  1972; 

(b)  Vessel  Bridge-to-Bridge 
Radiotelephone  Regulations  (Part  26  of 
this  chapter); 

(c)  The  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of 
1971  (40  U.S.C.  1451  through  1489);  and 

(d)  any  other  law  or  regulation. 

§  161.306  VTS  Operating  Manual. 

The  master  of  a  vessel  listed  in 
§  161.301(c)  shall  insure  that  a  copy  of 
the  current  edition  of  the  Prince  William 
Sound  Vessel  Traffic  Service  Operating 
Manual  is  available  on  board  the  vessel 
when  it  is  in  the  VTS  Area. 

Note.— The  Prince  William  Sound  VTS 
Operating  Manual  includes  VTS  regulations, 
navigation  information,  and  guidelines  for  the 
efficient  operation  of  the  VTS  system.  The 
manual  may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by 
writing:  Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Service,  c/o  USCG  Marine  Safety  Office,  P.O. 
Box  486,  Valdez,  Alaska  99686;  or 
Commander,  Seventeenth  Coast  Guard 
District,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  3-5000, 
Juneau,  Alaska  99802.  Temporary  changes  to 
the  operating  manual  are  promulgated  by  the 
Commander,  Seventeenth  Coast  Guard 
District,  in  local  notices  to  mariners. 


§  161.307  VTC  directions. 

(a)  During  conditions  of  vessel 
congestion,  adverse  weather,  reduced 
visibility,  or  other  hazardous 
circumstances  in  the  VTS  Area,  the  VTC 
may  issue  directions  specifying  times 
when  vessels  may  enter,  move  within  or 
through,  or  depart  from  ports,  harbors, 
or  other  waters  in  the  VTS  area. 

(b)  The  master  of  a  vessel  in  the  VTS 
area  shall  comply  with  each  direction 
issued  to  the  vessel  under  this  section. 

§  161.309  Authorization  to  deviate  from 
these  rules. 

(a)  The  Commander,  Seventeenth 
Coast  Guard  District  may,  upon  written 
request,  issue  an  authorization  to 
deviate  from  any  rule  in  §§  161.301 
through  161.387  if  he  finds  that  the 
proposed  operation  under  the 
authorization  can  be  done  safely.  An 
application  for  an  authorization  must 
state  the  need  for  the  authorization  and 
describe  the  proposed  operations. 

(b)  The  VTC  may,  upon  request,  issue 
an  authorization  to  deviate  from  any 
rule  in  §§  161.301  through  161.387  for  a 
voyage  or  part  of  a  voyage  on  which  a 
vessel  is  embarked  or  about  to  embark. 

§  161.311  Emergencies. 

In  an  emergency,  any  master  may 
deviate  from  any  rule  in  §§  161.301 
through  161.387  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  avoid  endangering  persons,  property, 
or  the  environment. 

Communications  Rules 

§  161.320  Radio  listening  watch. 

The  master  of  a  vessel  in  the  VTS 
Area  shall  continuously  monitor  the 
radio  frequency  designated  in  the 
current  edition  of  the  Prince  William 
Sound  VTS  Operating  Manual  for  the 
sector  of  the  WS  Area  in  which  the 
vessel  is  operating,  except  when 
transmitting  on  that  frequency. 

§  161.322  Radiotelephone  equipment 

Each  report  required  by  the  Prince 
William  Sound  VTS  rules  to  be  made  by 
radiotelephone  must  be  made  using  a 
radiotelephone  that  is  capable  of 
operating  on  the  navigational  bridge  of 
the  vessel,  or  in  the  case  of  a  dredge,  at 
its  main  control  station. 

§  161.324  English  language. 

Each  report  required  by  the  Prince 
William  Sound  VTS  rules  must  be  made 
in  the  English  language. 

§  161.326  Time. 

Each  report  required  by  the  Prince 
William  Sound  VTS  rules  must  specify 
time  using: 

(a)  The  zone  time  in  effect  in  the  VTS 
Area;  and 


(b)  The  24-hour  clock  system. 

§161.328  Radio  failure. 

Whenever  a  vessel's  radiotelephone 
equipment  fails: 

(a)  Before  entering  or  while  underway 
in  the  VTS  Area — 

(1)  Compliance  with  §§  161.320  and 
161.338  is  not  required;  and 

(2)  Compliance  with  §§  161.334, 
161.336,  and  161.342  is  not  required 
unless  the  reports  can  be  made  by  other 
means; 

(b)  Before  getting  underway  in  the 
VTS  Area  permission  to  get  underway 
must  be  obtained  from  the  VTC; 

(c)  The  master  shall  restore  the 
radiotelephone  to  operating  condition  as 
soon  as  possible. 

§  161.330  Report  of  emergency  or  radio 
failure. 

Whenever  the  master  of  a  vessel 
deviates  from  any  rule  in  §S  161.301  to 
161.387  because  of  an  emergency  or 
radio  failure,  he  shall  report  the 
deviation  to  the  VTC  as  soon  as 
possible. 

§  161.332  Report  of  impairment  to  the 
operation  of  the  vessel. 

The  master  of  a  vessel  in  the  VTS 
Area  shall  report  to  the  VTC  as  soon  as 
possible: 

(a)  Any  condition  on  die  vessel  that 
may  impair  its  navigation,  such  as  fire, 
defective  steering  equipment  or 
defective  propulsion  machinery;  and 

(b)  Any  tow  that  the  towing  vessel  is 
unable  to  control,  or  can  control  only 
with  difficulty. 

Vessel  Movement  Reporting  Rules 
§  161.334  Initial  report 

Three  hours  before  a  vessel  enters  or 
begins  to  navigate  in  the  VTS  Area 
through  Hinchinbrook  entrance  or  at 
least  30  minutes  before  a  vessel  enters 
or  begins  to  navigate  in  the  VTS  Area 
from  other  points,  the  master  of  the 
vessel  shall  report  to  the  VTC: 

(a)  Name,  type,  and  draft  of  the 
vessel; 

(b)  Position  of  the  vessel; 

(c)  Estimated  time  and  place  of 
entering  or  beginning  to  navigate  in  the 
VTS  Area; 

(d)  Estimated  vessel  speed  to  transit 
the  VTS  Area; 

(e)  ETA  to  the  destination  in  the  VTS 
Area  and  name  of  the  destination; 

(f)  If  the  vessel  is  a  towing  vessel,  the 
overall  length  of  the  tow,  including  the 
towing  vessel; 

(g)  Whether  or  not  any  dangerous 
cargo  listed  in  §  161.3  of  this  chapter  is 
on  board  the  vessel  or  its  tow; 
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(h)  Any  impairment  to  the-operation 
of  the  vessel  as  described  in  §  161.332; 

(i)  Alternate  communications,  if  any; 

(j)  Any  other  information  requested  by 
the  VTC. 

§  161.336  Follow-up  report 

At  least  60  minutes  before  a  vessel 
enters  or  begins  to  navigate  in  the  VTS 
Area  ■through  Hinchinbrook  entrance  the 
master  of  the  vessel  shall  report  the 
following  information  to  the  VTC: 

(a)  Name  of  the  vessel; 

(b)  Position  of  the  vessel; 

(c)  Course  and  speed  of  the  vessel; 

(dj  ETA  at  Hinchinbrook  Entrance; 

(e)  ETA  of  the  vessel  at  its  destination 

if  changed  from  the  preliminary  report. 

§  161.338  Movement  reports. 

(a)  While  navigating  in  the  VTS  Area 
the  master  of  a  vessel  shall  report  the 
following  information  to  the  VTC  by 
radiotelephone: 

(1)  Any  increase  or  decrease  of  speed 
of  more  than  1  knot; 

(2)  The  intent  to  cross  through  the  TSS 
at  least  10  minutes  (for  vessels  with  a 
tow  at  least  30  minutes)  before 
beginning  to  cross  the  TSS; 

(3)  When  the  vessel  clears  the  TSS 
after  crossing; 

(b)  When  the  vessel  passes  a 
reporting  point  listed  in  §  161.340,  the 
master  of  a  vessel  shall  report  the 
following  information  to  the  VTC  by 
radiotelephone: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  vessel; 

(2)  The  reporting  point. 

§  161.340  Reporting  points. 

The  reporting  points  are: 

(a)  When  entering  or  departing  the 
VTS  Area  at  Hinchinbrook  Entrance; 
and 

(b)  When  abeam  of  Naked  Island. 

§  161.342  Final  report 

Whenever  a  vessel  anchors,  moors  in, 
or  departs  from  the  VTS  Area,  the 
master  shall  report  the  place  and  time  of 
anchoring,  mooring,  or  departing  to  the 
VTC,  except: 

(a)  When  mooring  or  anchoring  in  Port 
Valdez,  unless  requested  to  do  so  by  the 
VTC;  or 

(b)  When  departing  the  VTS  Area  at 
Hinchinbrook  Entrance  and  the 
movement  report  for  the  reporting  point 
in  §  161.340(a)  is  made. 

Traffic  Separation  Scheme  Rules 

§  161.348  Vessels  required  to  use  the  TSS. 

All  vessels  described  in  §  161.301(c) 
must  sue  the  TSS  when  en  route  to  or 
from  Valdez  via  Hinchinbrook  Entrance 
or  navigating  any  portion  of  that  route. 


§161.350  Vessel  operation  in  the  TSS. 

(a)  The  master  of  a  vessel  shall 
operate  the  vessel  in  accordance  with 
the  TSS  rules  prescribed  in  §§  161.352, 
161.354  and  161.356(b)  and  (c). 

(b)  The  master  of  a  vessel  described 
in  §  161.301(c)  shall,  in  addition  to 
paragraph  (a),  operate  the  vessel  in 
accordance  with  §  161.356(a). 

§  1 6 1 .352  Direction  of  traffic. 

A  vessel  proceeding  in  a  traffic  lane 
must  keep  the  separation  zone  to  port. 

§  161.354  Anchoring  in  the  TSS. 

No  vessel  may  anchor  in  the  TSS. 

§  161.356  Joining,  leaving,  and  crossing  a 
traffic  lane. 

(a)  A  vessel  described  in  §  161.301(c) 
may  join,  cross,  or  leave  a  traffic  lane 
only  after  the  VTC  has  been  notified  of 
the  point  at  which  the  vessel  will  join, 
cross,  or  leave  the  raffic  lane. 

(b)  A  vessel  crossing  a  traffic  lane 
shall,  to  the  extent  possible,  maintain  a 
course  that  is  perpendicular  to  the 
direction  of  the  flow  of  traffic  in  the 
traffic  lane. 

(c)  A  vessel  joining  or  leaving  a  traffic 
lane  shall  steer  a  course  to  converge  or 
diverge  from  the  direction  of  traffic  flow 
in  the  traffic  lane  at  as  small  an  angle  as 
possible. 

(d)  A  vessel  engaged  in  fishing  shall 
not  impede  the  passage  of  any  vessel 
following  a  traffic  lane. 

(e)  A  vessel  of  less  than  20  meters  in 
length  or  a  sailing  vessel  shall  not 
impede  the  safe  passage  of  a  power- 
driven  vessel  following  a  traffic  lane. 

Valdez  Narrows  Rule 

§  161.370  One-way  traffic  in  Valdez 
Narrows. 

(a)  The  area  described  in  §  161.387  is 
designated  as  the  Valdez  Narrows  One¬ 
way  Traffic  Area  and  is  restricted  to 
one-way  traffic  whenever  a  tank  vessel 
of  20,000  dead  weight  tons  (DWT)  or 
more  is  navigating  therein. 

(b)  A  tank  vessel  of  20,000  DWT  or 
more  may  not  enter  Valdez  Narrows 
One-way  Traffic  Area  unless: 

(1)  It  complies  with  §  161.372;  and 

(2)  It  complies  with  §  161.376(a)(1),  (3), 
and  (4). 

§  161.372  Entering  Valdez  Narrows. 

A  vessel  described  in  §  161.301(c)  may 
not  enter  the  Valdez  Narrows  One-Way 
Traffic  Area  unless: 

(a)  Permission  to  enter  is  obtained 
from  the  VTC; 

(b)  Any  directions  from  the  VTC  to 
remain  separated  from  another  vessel 
are  complied  with; 

(c)  The  radio  equipment  on  the  vesel 
that  is  used  to  transmit  the  reports 


required  by  the  Prince  William  Sound 
VTS  rules  is  in  operation; 

(d)  The  radar  on  a  vessel  equipped 
with  radar  is  in  operation  and  manned; 
and 

(e)  The  vessel  is  free  of  any  condition 
that  may  impair  its  navigation,  such  as 
fire,  defective  steering  equipment,  or 
defective  propulsion  machinery. 

§  161.374  Communications  in  Valdez 
Narrows. 

Before  a  vessel  meets,  overtakes,  or 
crosses  ahead  of  any  vessel  in  Valdez 
Narrows  One-Way  Traffic  Area,  the 
master  or  person  designated  by  the 
master  to  pilot  or  direct  the  movement 
of  the  vessel  shall  transmit  the 
intentions  of  his  vessel  to  the  master  or 
the  person  designated  by  the  master  to 
pilot  or  direct  the  movement  of  the  other 
vessel  on  the  frequency  designated 
under  the  Bridge-to-Bridge 
Radiotelephone  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
arranging  safe  passage. 

Special  Requirements  for  Tank  Vessels 

§  161.376  Tank  vessels  in  the  VTS  Area. 

(a)  Each  tank  vessel  of  20,000  DWT  or 
more  operating  in  the  VTS  Area  must: 

(1)  Have  two  separate  marine  radar 
systems  for  surface  navigation,  one  of 
which  is  operating  and  the  other  either 
operating  or  capable  of  immediate 
operation; 

(2)  Have  an  operating  LORAN-C 
receiver; 

(3)  Have  an  operating  rate  of  turn 
indicator;  and 

(4)  Have  at  least  two  radiotelephones 
capable  of  operating  on  the  designated 
VTS  frequency,  one  of  which  is  capable 
of  battery  operation. 

(b)  No  laden  tank  vessel  of  20,000 
DWT  or  more  may  transit  that  portion  of 
Valdez  Narrows  between  Middle  Rock 
and  Potato  Point  at  a  speed  in  excess  of 
6  knots. 

(c)  No  tank  vessel  of  20,000  DWT  or 
more  may  transit  the  Valdez  Narrows 
One-Way  Traffic  Area  in  excess  of  12 
knots. 

(d)  While  in  the  VTS  Area,  if  a  tank 
vessel  of  20,000  DWT  or  more  is  unable 
to  comply  with  paragraph  (a)  the  master 
shall  immediately  notify  the  VTC. 

§  161.378  Tug  assistance  for  tank  vessels. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section, 
tug  assistance  means  the  use  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  tugs  properly 
manned  and  positioned,  with  enough 
power  and  maneuverability  to  enable 
the  vessel  to  accomplish  the  intended 
maneuvers  safely.  Factors  to  be 
considered  in  dermining  the  amount  of 
tug  assistance  needed  are: 
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(1)  Existing  and  expected  conditions 
of  wind,  tide  and  current;  and 

(2)  Size,  displacement,  and 
maneuvering  capability  of  the  vessel. 

(b)  No  laden  tank  vessel  of  20,000 
DWT  or  more  may  transit  the  Valdez 
Narrows  One-Way  Traffic  Area  unless; 

(1)  A  sufficient  number  of  tugs,  as 
determined  by  the  VTC,  are  standing  by 
the  northern  entrance  to  Valdez 
Narrows:  and 

(2)  Tug  assistance  is  utilized  when 
directed  by  the  VTC. 

(c)  The  master  of  any  tank  vessel 
required  to  use  tug  assistance  shall 
insure  that  there  are  sufficient  persons 
positioned  on  the  vessel  to  handle  lines 
to  tugs  as  needed. 

Descriptions  and  Geographic 
Coordinates 

§  161.380  VTS  area. 

The  VTS  Area  consists  of  the 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States 
north  of  a  line  drawn  from  Cape 
Hinchinbrook  Light  to  Schooner  Rock 
Light,  comprising  that  portion  of  Prince 
William  Sound  between  longitudes 
146°30'  W.  and  147°20'  W.  and  includes 
Valdez  Arm,  Valdez  Narrows,  and  Port 
Valdez. 

§  161.383  Separation  zone. 

The  separation  zone  is  1,830  meters 
wide  from  Hinchinbrook  Entrance  to 
Valdez  Arm  west  to  Bligh  Reef  and 
decreases  in  width  from  1,830  meters  to 
915  meters  from  the  entrance  to  Valdez 
Arm  to  where  it  terminates  and  is 
bounded  by  lines  connecting  the 
following  latitudes  and  longitudes: 

(a)  60°58'43"  N.,  146°47'50"  W. 

(b)  60°49'47"  N.,  147°02'06"  W. 

(c)  60°34'43"  N.,  147°05'16"  W. 

(d)  60°17'05"  N.,  146°49'18"  W. 

(e)  60°16'20"  N.,  146°46'28"  W. 

(f)  60°34'53"  N.,  147°03'14"  W. 

(g)  60°49'23"  N.,  147°00'08"  W. 

(h)  60°58'26"  N.,  146°47'02"  W. 

§  161.385  Traffic  lanes. 

The  traffic  lanes  are  1,375  meters  wide 
from  Hinchinbrook  Entrance  to  Valdez 
Arm  west  of  Bligh  Reef,  and  decrease  in 
width  from  1,375  meters  to  915  meters 
from  the  entrance  to  Valdez  Arm  to 
where  they  terminate.  The  traffic  lanes 
are  as  follows: 

(a)  The  inward  bound  traffic  lane  is 
between  the  separation  zone  and  a  line 
connecting  the  following  latitudes  and 
longitudes: 

(1)  60°58'09"  N.,  146°46'16"  W. 

(2)  60°49'07"  N.,  146°58'42"  W. 

(3)  60°35'00"  N.,  147°01'42"  W. 


(4)  60°15'45"  N.,  146°44'20"  W. 

(b)  The  outward  bound  traffic  lane  is 
between  the  separation  zone  and  a  line 
connecting  the  following  latitudes  and 
longitudes: 

(1)  60°59'01"  N.,  146°48'37"  W. 

(2)  60°50'04"  N.,  147°03'35"  W. 

(3)  60°34'36"  N.,  147°06'48"  W. 

(4)  60°17'38"  N.,  146°51'20"  W. 

§  161.387  Valdez  Narrows  one-way  traffic 
area. 

Valdez  Narrows  One-Way  Traffic 
Area  consists  of  the  navigable  waters  of 
the  United  States  in  Valdez  Arm,  Valdez 
Narrows,  and  Port  Valdez  northeast  of  a 
line  bearing  307°  true  from  Tongue  Point 
at  61°02'06"  N.,  146°40'00"  W.,  and 
southwest  of  a  line  bearing  307°  true 
from  Entrance  Island  Light  at  61°05'06" 
N.,  146°36'42"  W. 

(60  Stat.  238  (5  U.S.C.  552);  63  Stat.  545  (14 
U.S.C.  633);  80  Stat.  937  (49  U.S.C.  1655(b);  92 
Stat.  1477  (33  U.S.C.  1231);  49  CFR  1.46(n)(4)) 
Dated:  June  3, 1981. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Marine  En  vironment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19566  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  amj 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  * 

Department  of  the  Army,  Corps  of 
Engineers 

33  CFR  Part  209 

Administrative  Procedures;  Shipping 
Safety  Fairways  and  Anchorages,  Gulf 
of  Mexico 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DoD. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Corps  of  Engineers 
proposes  to  eliminate  the  Mermentau 
Pass  Safety  Fairway  by  revoking  33  CFR 
209.135(d)(17).  The  area  no  longer  serves 
its  intended  purpose  and  removal  of  this 
restriction  will  allow  for  further  oil  and 
gas  exploration  in  the  area. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  3, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  HQDA,  DAEN-CWO-N, 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Charles  Decker,  (504)  838-2255, 
Chief,  Regulatory  Functions  Branch, 
Prytania  Street,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  70160  or 
Mr.  Ralph  T.  Eppard,  (202),  272-0200, 
Regulatory  Functions  Branch,  Office 
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of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  Attn: 

DAEN-CWO-N,  Washington,  D.C 

20314 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Shipping 
safety  fairways  and  anchorage  areas 
were  established  by  the  Department  of 
the  Army  to  provide  safe  approaches 
through  oil  fields  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
to  entrances  to  the  major  ports  along  the 
coast.  The  regulations  which  establish 
these  fairways  in  33  CFR  209.135  were 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
on  18  December  1968  and  last  amended 
on  10  February  1981.  The  Corps  of 
Engineers  now  proposes  to  amend  the 
fairway  regulations  by  deleting 
paragraph  (d)(17)  to  disestablish  the 
Mermentau  Pass  Safety  Fairway. 
Shoaling  in  the  area  of  the  Mermentau 
Pass  Safety  Fairway  has  reduced  the 
water  depth  and  as  a  result  deep  draft 
vessels  no  longer  travel  in  the  area. 
Vessel  traffic  now  gains  access  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  via  a  channel  dredged 
and  maintained  from  Lower  Mud  Lake 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  In  addition, 
elimination  of  this  fairway  would  allow 
for  further  oil  and  gas  exploration.  This 
matter  has  been  coordinated  with  the 
U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Accordingly,  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  proposes  to 
amend  33  CFR  209.135  by  removing  and 
reserving  paragraph  (d)(17)  as  set  forth 
below. 

Note. — The  Chief  of  Engineers  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  rule  requiring  a  regulatory 
impact  analysis  under  Executive  Order  12291 
because  it  will  not  result  in  an  annual  effect 
on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more  and  it 
will  not  result  in  a  major  increase  in  costs  or 
prices.  The  Chief  of  Engineers  has  also 
determined  that  this  proposed  rule  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  entities  and  thus  does 
not  require  the  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis. 

§  209.135  Shipping  Safety  Fairways  and 
Anchorage  Areas,  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

***** 

(d)  The  Areas. 

***** 

(17)  (Reserved) 

***** 

(33  U.S.C.  403  and  43  U.S.C.  1333(e)) 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

John  O.  Roach  II, 

Army  Liaison  Officer  With  the  Federal 
Register. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19393  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
40  CFR  Part  52 
[A-5-FRL 1831-1]  , 

State  and  Federal  Administrative 
Orders  Revising  Michigan  State 
Implementation  Plan 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  On  December  5, 1980  (45  FR 
80556),  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  proposed 
approval  of  and  solicited  public 
comment  on  a  revision  to  the  Michigan 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  The 
revision,  in  the  form  of  a  Final  Order 
(APC  No.  16-1979),  was  issued  by  the 
Michigan  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission  (Commission)  to  the 
Northern  Michigan  Electric  Cooperative 
Advance  Steam  Plant.  The  Order  allows 
the  source  to  continue  burning  2.0% 
sulfur  coal  (maximum  daily  average) 
with  regular  reductions  in  the  weekly 
average,  until  January  1, 1985,  when  the 
Company  must  meet  the  sulfur  dioxide 
(S02)  emissions  limitation  in  Michigan 
Rule  336.1401.  No  comments  were 
received  during  the  public  comment 
period,  which  ended  on  January  5, 1981. 
This  notice  announces  USEPA’s  final 
rulemaking  action  approving  this 
revision  to  the  Michigan  SIP. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  This  final  rulemaking 
becomes  effective  on  August  3, 1981. 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  SIP  revision, 
public  comments  on  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (45  FR  80556),  and 
USEPA's  evaluation  and  response  to 
comments  are  available  for  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  addresses: 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Air  Programs  Branch,  Region 
V,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 

Chicago,  Illinois  60604 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Public  Information  Reference 
Unit,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20460 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  1100 
L  Street  NW.,  Room  8401, 

Washington,  DC  20408 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604,  (313)  886-6030. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  10, 1980  the  State  of  Michigan 
submitted  to  USEPA,  as  a  revision  to  its 
SIP,  a  Final  Order  (APC  No.  16-1979) 
issued  to  the  Northern  Michigan  Electric 


Cooperative  Advance  Steam  Plant 
located  on  the  southern  shore  of  Lake 
Charlevoix  near  Boyne  City,  Michigan. 
Prior  to  January  1, 1980,  the  Northern 
Michigan  Electric  Cooperative 
(Company)  was  operating  under 
Consent  Order  No.  05-1977  which 
permitted  the  source  to  bum  2.0%  sulfur 
coal.  The  Order  of  January  10, 1980, 
allows  the  Company  to  continue  burning 
2.0%  sulfur  coal  (maximum  daily 
average)  until  January  1, 1985.  The 
Company  agrees  to  make  regular 
reductions  in  the  weekly  average  of 
sulfur  dioxide  emissions  from  the  source 
as  follows: 

Date  and  in  Stack  S02  Concentration 
(ppm) 

January  1, 1980—1180 
January  1, 1981 — 1122 
January  1, 1982—1064 
January  1, 1983 — 1006 
January  1, 1984 — 948 
After  January  1, 1985  sulfur  dioxide 
emission  from  the  boilers  must  comply 
with  the  existing  SIP  limitations  in  Rule 
336.49  (recodified  as  336.1401). 

The  schedule  for  compliance  and 
USEPA’s  proposed  approval  were 
published  in  the  December  5, 1980  (45  FR 
80556)  Federal  Register.  No  comments 
were  received.  Copies  of  USEPA’s 
evaluatibn  of  the  SIP  revision  are 
available  at  the  addresses  listed  at  the 
beginning  of  this  notice. 

USEPA  has  reviewed  the  Order  and 
concluded  that  the  operation  of  the 
Advance  Steam  Plant  under  existing  fuel 
conditions  (2.0%  sulfur  coal)  will  not 
threaten  or  prevent  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  S02  NAAQS  and 
PSD  increments  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Advance  Steam  Plant.  Therefore, 

USEPA  approves  the  Order  as  a  revision 
to  the  Michigan  SIP.  The  State  has 
indicated  that  it  is  relying  on  continuous 
emissions  monitoring  and  fuel  analysis 
to  determine  the  Company’s  compliance 
with  the  Order.  This  is  acceptable  to 
USEPA. 

“Air-quality  modeling  in  accordance 
with  EPA’s  Modeling  Guideline  shows 
that  this  emission  limit  would  not  cause 
or  contribute  to  a  violation  of  the 
NAAQS  for  sulfur  dioxide,  would  not 
cause  a  violation  of  PSD  increments 
anywhere  within  the  effective  limits  of 
air  quality  modeling,  and  therefore 
would  not  have  any  impermissible 
impact  in  any  State.  This  emission  limit 
therefore  meets  the  requirements  of 
Section  110(a)(2)(E)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
42  U.S.C.  7410(a)(2)(E). 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit 


within  60  days  of  this  publication.  Under 
Section  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
the  requirements  which  are  the  subject 
of  today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291  (46  FR 
13193),  EPA  must  judge  whether  a 
regulation  is  “major”  and  therefore 
subject  to  the  requirement  of  a 
Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  This 
regulation  is  not  major  because  it  does 
not  impose  any  more  stringent 
regulations  on  the  company  and  allows 
the  Company  to  continue  burning  2.0% 
sulfur  coal  (maximum  daily  average) 
with  regular  scheduled  reductions  in  the 
weekly  average  of  sulfur  dioxide 
emissions. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  I  hereby  certify  that  the  attached 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  action  only  approves  State 
actions.  It  imposes  no  new  requirements. 
In  addition,  this  action  only  applies  to 
one  facility. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
Michigan  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1980. 

This  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  section  110 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7410),  as 
amended. 

Dated:  June  7, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Chapter  1,  Part  52  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  52.1170(c)  is  amended  by 
adding  subparagraph  (36)  as  follows: 

Subpart  X— Michigan 

§  52.1 170  Identification  of  Plan 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(36)  On  January  10, 1980,  the  State  of 
Michigan  submitted  to  USEPA  a  Final 
Order  (APC  No.  16-1979)  issued  by  the 
Michigan  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission  to  the  Northern  Michigan 
Electric  Cooperative  Advance  Steam 
Plant.  The  Order  allows  the  source  to 
continue  burning  2.0%  sulfur  coal 
(maximum  daily  average)  until  January 
1, 1985  when  the  Company  must  meet 
the  sulfur  dioxide  (S02)  emission 
limitations  in  Michigan  Rule  336.1401. 
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§52.1175  [Amended]  follows: 

2.  Section  52.1175(e)  is  amended  by  *  *  *  *  * 

adding  a  new  line  to  the  table  as  (e)  * 


Michigan 


Source 

Location 

Regulations 

involved 

Date  schedule 
adopted 

Final 

compliance 

date 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Charlevoix  County 

Northern  Michigan  Electric  Cooperative 
Advance  Steam  Plant. 

Boyne  City . 

336.1401 

(336.49) 

Jan.  10,  1980... 

Jan.  1,  1985. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19463  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[PP  9F2221/R325;  PH-FRL-1873-8] 

Chlorpyrifos;  Tolerances  and 
Exemptions  From  Tolerances  for 
Pesticide  Chemicals  in  or  on  Raw 
Agriculutral  Commodities 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  establishes 
tolerances  for  the  combined  residues  of 
chlorpyrifos  [O.O-diethyl  0-(3,5,6- 
trichloro-2-pyridyl)phosphorothioate] 
and  its  metabolite  3,5,6-trichloro-2- 
pyridinol  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  pumpkins,  cucumbers,  and 
seed  and  pod  vegetables  at  0.1  part  per 
million  (ppm)  and  bean  and  pea  forage 
and  hay  at  1.0  ppm.  The  regulation  was 
requested  by  Dow  Chemical  Co.  This 
regulation  will  establish  the  maximum 
permissible  level  for  the  combined 
residues  of  chlorpyrifos  on  the  above 
raw  agricultural  commodities. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  July  2, 

1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
M-3708  (A-110),  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jay  S.  Ellenberger,  Product  Manager 
(PM)  12,  Registration  Division  (TS- 
767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
400,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202,  (703- 
557-7024). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  30, 1978  (44  FR 
44615)  that  Dow  Chemical  USA,  P.O. 
Box  1706,  Midland,  MI  48640,  had 
submitted  a  pesticide  petition  proposing 
to  amend  40  CFR  180.342  by  establishing 


tolerances  for  the  combined  residues  of 
the  insecticide  chlorphyrifos  [O.O- 
diethyl  0-(3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridyl) 
phosphorothioate]  and  its  metabolite 
3,5,6-trichloro-2-pryidinol 
phosphorothioate  in  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodities  cucumbers, 
pumpkins,  seed  and  pod  vegetables  at 
0.05  ppm,  apples  at  1.0  ppm,  and  bean 
and  pea  forage  at  1.0  ppm. 

The  petitioner  subsequently  amended 
the  petition  to  delete  apples  and 
increase  the  tolerance  on  cucumbers, 
pumpkins,  and  seed  and  pod  vegetables 
to  0.1  ppm. 

No  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  of  filing. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  toxicological  data 
considered  in  support  of  the  tolerances 
included  a  2-year  rat  feeding/ 
oncogenicity  study  and  a  dog  feeding 
study  with  a  no-observable-effect  level 
(NOEL)  of  0.1  milligram  (mg)/kilogram 
(kg)  of  body  weight  (bw)  per  day;  a 
mouse  oncogenicity  study  which  was 
negative  at  15  pm  (highest  dose);  and  a 
mouse  teratology  study  which  was 
negative  at  25  mg/kg.  Studies  on 
delayed  neurotoxicity  and  reproduction 
showed  negative  potential.  Based  on  the 
2-year  chronic  rat  feeding  study  with  a 
NOEL  of  0.1  mg/kg  of  bw/day,  and 
using  a  safety  factor  of  10,  the 
acceptable  daily  intake  (ADI)  for 
humans  is  0.01  mg/kg  of  bw/day. 

The  theoretical  maximum  residue 
contribution  (TMRC)  in  the  human  diet 
from  the  tolerances  and  previously 
established  tolerances  for  residues  of 
chlorphyrifos  on  a  variety  of  raw 
agricultural  commodities  at  levels 
ranging  from  0.01  ppm  to  1.5  does  not 
exceed  the  ADI. 

The  metabolism  of  chlorphrifos  is 
adequately  understood  for  this  use,  and 
adequate  analytical  methods  (gas 
chromatography)  are  available  for 
enforcement  purposes.  No  regulatory 
actions  are  currently  pending  against  the 


continued  registration  of  chlorpyrifos, 
nor  are  there  any  other  relevant 
considerations  involved  in  established 
these  tolerances. 

The  pesticide  is  considered  useful  for 
the  purpose  for  which  the  tolerances  are 
sought,  and  it  is  concluded  that  the 
tolerances  will  protect  the  public  health. 
Therefore  40  CFR  Part  180  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  August  3. 
1981,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  M-3708  (A-110),  401  M  St., 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Such 
objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  "Major”  rule  and  therefore  does  not 
require  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  In 
addition,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  has  exempted  this 
regulation  from  the  OMB  review 
requirement  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L  96- 
534,  94  Stat.  1164.  5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C 
346(d)(2))) 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

Therefore,  Subpart  C  of  40  CFR  Part 
180  is  amended  by  alphabetically 
inserting  the  following  raw  agricultural 
commodities  in  the  table  under  §  180.342 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.342  Chlorpyrifos;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

***** 


Commodities 


Bean  forage - — -  1.0 
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Commodities 


Parts  per 
million 


Cucumbers - - — — -  0.1 

Pea  forage.... . - .  1 .0 

Pod  vegetables . - . .  0.1 

Pumpkins _  0.1 

Seed  vegetables .  0.1 


| PR  Doc.  81-19462  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  nm| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


40  CFR  Part  180 

[OPP-300046A;  PH-FRL- 1874-7] 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From 
Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities; 
Titanium  Dioxide 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  establishes  an 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  titanium  dioxide  when 
used  as  an  inert  (or  occasionally  active) 
ingredient  in  plastic  bags  used  to  wrap 
bananas  (preharvest).  This  regulation 
was  requested  by  Dow  Chemical 
Company. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk,  Rm.  M- 
3708  (A-110),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  A.  Shaughnessy,  Registration 
Division  (TS-767C),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  514D,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson 
Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202, 
(703-557-7110). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  22, 1981  (46  FR 
22907)  that  Dow  Chemical  Company, 

P.O.  Box  1706,  Midland,  MI  48640,  had 
requested  that  the  Administrator  amend 
40  CFR  180.1001(d)  to  exempt  titanium 
dioxide  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  when  used  as  an  inert 
ingredient  in  plastic  bags  used  to  wrap 
bananas  (preharvest). 

No  comments  or  request  for  referral  to 
an  advisory  committee  were  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

Based  on  the  information  submitted, 
and  review  of  its  use,  it  has  been  found 
that,  when  used  in  accordance  with 
good  agricultural  practice,  this 
ingredient  is  useful  and  does  not  pose  a 


hazard  to  the  environment.  It  is 
concluded,  therefore,  that  the 
amendment  to  40  CFR  Part  180  will 
protect  the  public  health,  and  is 
established  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  August  3, 
1981  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Rm.  M-3708,  (A-110),  401  M  St.. 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Such 
objections  must  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “Major”  ruje  and  therefore  does  not 
require  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  In 
addition,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  has  exempted  this 
regulation  from  the  OMB  review 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
534,  94  Stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that  the 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

Effective  on:  July  2, 1981. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514,  21  U.S.C.  346a(e)) 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

Therefore,  40  CFR  180.1001(d)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  inert  ingredient 
“titanium  dioxide”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.1001  Exemptions  from  the 
requirements  of  a  tolerance. 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 


Inert  ingredients 

Limits  Uses 

plastic  bags  used  to  wrap 

growing  bananas  (prehar- 

• 

vest). 

|FR  Doc.  81-19464  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


40  CFR  Part  180 

[OPP-300039B;  PH-FRL- 1874-6] 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From 
Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities; 
Isophorone 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  amends  40 
CFR  180.1001(d)  by  broadening  the 
present  exemption  from  the  requirement 
of  a  tolerance  for  isophorone  on  rice, 
wheat,  and  beets  to  include  barley,  oats, 
and  rye.  This  regulation  was  requested 
by  Rohm  and  Haas  Co. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm 
M-3708  (A-110),  401  M  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  A.  Shaughnessy,  Registration 
Division  (TS-767C),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Rm.  514D,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson 
Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202, 
(703-557-7110). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  10, 1981  (46 
FR  11680)  that  Rohm  and  Haas  Co., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19105  had  requested 
that  the  Administrator,  pursuant  to 
section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  broaden  the 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  isophorone  to  include 
barley,  oats,  and  rye. 

No  comments  or  request  for  referral  to 
an  advisory  committee  were  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

Therefore,  it  is  concluded  that  the 
amendment  to  40  CFR  180.1001(d)  will 
protect  the  public  health,  and  it  is 
established  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  August  3, 
1981,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  M-3708.  (A-110),  401  M  St., 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Such 
objections  must  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 
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As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “Major”  rule  and  therefore  does  not 
require  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  In 
addition,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  has  exempted  this 
regulation  from  the  OMB  review 
requirement  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
534,  94  Stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

Effective  on:  July  2, 1981. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514,  (21  U.S.C.  346a(e))) 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  A  dministrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

Therefore,  Subpart  D  of  40  CFR  Part 
180  is  amended  by  amending 
§  180.1001(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.1001  Exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance. 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 


Inert  Ingredient  Limits  Use 


..  Solvent  and  cosolvent  for 
formulations  used  before 
crop  emerges  from  soil, 
for  post-emergence  herbi¬ 
cide  use  on  rice,  wheat, 
barley,  oats,  and  rye 
before  crop  begins  to 
head,  and  for  post-emer¬ 
gence  use  on  beets  (su- 
garbeets  and  table  beets) 
and  spinach. 


(FR  Doc.  81-19465  Fi)ed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560- 32 -M 


40  CFR  Part  261 
[SWH-FRL-1874-2] 

Hazardous  Waste  Management 
System;  Correction 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  makes  one 
change  to  a  correction  notice  on  the 
hazardous  waste  management 
regulations  which  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Wednesday,  May  20, 
1981,  (45  FR  27473-27480).  This  action  is 


necessary  to  correct  a  typographical 
error  which  appeared  in  one  of  the 
sections  of  the  regulations. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Matthew  Straus,  Office  of  Solid  Waste 
(WH-565),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202)  755-9187. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

James  N.  Smith, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Water  and 
Water  Management. 

40  CFR  Part  261  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  261 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  1006,  2002(a),  3001  and 
3002  of  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act  as 
amended  by  the  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  of  1976,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
6905,  6921(a),  6912  and  6922). 

2.  In  FR  Doc.  81-15045,  appearing  at 
page  27476  in  the  issue  of  May  20, 1981 
(amendatory  item  number  6),  40  CFR 
261.5  is  corrected  by  redesignating 
paragraph  (c)  as  (e). 

[FR  Doc.  81-19466  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-30-44 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-328;  RM-3546J 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Bemidji, 
Minnesota;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  assigns  Class  C 
FM  Channel  279  to  Bemidji,  Minnesota, 
in  response  to  a  request  by  Bemidji 
Radio,  Inc.  The  assignment  could 
provide  Bemidji  with  a  second  FM 
assignment,  as  well  as  render  significant 
first  and  second  FM  and  nighttime  aural 
services  to  surrounding  areas  and 
populations. 

DATE:  Effective  August  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(B) 
Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Bemidji,  Minnesota),  BC 
Docket  No.  80-328,  RM-3546. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under 


consideration  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  herein,  45  FR  46457, 
published  July  10, 1980,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  Class  C  FM  Channel  275 
to  Bemidji,  Minnesota,  as  that 
community's  second  FM  assignment,  in 
response  to  a  request  filed  by  Bemidji 
Radio,  Inc.  (“petitioner”).  Supporting 
comments  were  filed  by  petitioner  in 
which  it  reaffirmed  its  intent  to  file  for 
the  channel,  if  assigned.  Comments  were 
also  filed  by  Midwest  Radio-Television, 
Inc.  (“Midwest”),  licensee  of  Station 
WCCO-FM  (Channel  275),  in 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  to  which  the 
petitioner  responded. 

2.  Bemidji  (population  11,490), 1  seat  of 
Beltrami  County  (population  28,373),  is 
located  approximately  225  kilometers 
(140  miles),  northwest  of  Duluth, 
Minnesota.  It  is  currently  served  by  two 
full-time  AM  Stations  (KBUN  and  KKBJ), 
FM  Station  KBHP  (Channel  266),  and 
noncommercial  educational  Station 
KBSB  (Channel  209A). 

3.  In  its  comments,  Midwest  asserts 
that  the  proposed  assignment  of 
Channel  275  to  Bemidji  barely  meets  the 
Commission’s  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  to  its  own 
station  in  Minneapolis  and,  suggests 
that  either  Channels  227,  279  or  282  be 
assigned  instead.  Based  upon  an 
engineering  study,  submitted  with  its 
comments,  Midwest  further  states  that 
the  assignment  of  one  of  these  channels 
would  also  achieve  a  more  efficient  and 
effective  use  of  the  spectrum.  Thus,  it 
adds,  the  need  of  Bemidji  for  an 
additional  Class  C  FM  facility  coud  be 
achieved  without  creating  the  close  co¬ 
channel  spacing  between  Bemidji  and 
Minneapolis  which  the  Channel  275 
proposal  would  cause. 

4.  In  its  reply  comments,  petitioner, 
after  considering  the  alternative 
channels  proposed  by  Midwest,  stated 
its  willingness  to  accept  Channel  279  as 
a  substitute  for  previously  requested 
Channel  275,  thus  dispelling  Midwest's 
concern  as  to  interference  to  its  existing 
operation.  Petitioner  further  stated  that 
neither  alternative  Channels  227  nor  282, 
suggested  by  Midwest,  is  acceptable  to 
it 

5.  Our  engineering  study  reveals  that 
Channel  227,  located  at  the  proposed 
Bemidji  site,  is  short-spaced  to  Station 
CKSB,  Kenora,  Ontario,  Canada,  by 
approximately  14.4  kilometers  (9  miles). 
And,  Channel  282  at  that  site  is 
mutually-exclusive  with  RM-3593  (to 
substitute  Channel  281  for  Channel  232A 
in  Internationa!  Falls,  Minnesota). 
However,  Channel  279,  which  is  the 


1  All  population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970 
U.S.  Census. 
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petitioner’s  preference,  is  available  at 
the  proposed  Bemidji  site. 

6.  Petitioner  states  that  the  proposed 
assignment  of  Channel  279  would 
provide  a  first  FM  and  nighttime  aural 
service  to  7,165  persons  in  a  4,315  square 
kilometer  (1,666  square  miles)  area,  a 
second  FM  service  to  29,670  persons  in  a 
4,501  square  kilometer  (1,738  square 
miles)  area,  and  a  second  nighttime 
aural  service  to  15,169  persons  in  a  4,274 
square  meter  (1,650  square  miles)  area.2 

7.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Bemidji  which  is  persuasive  as  to  its 
need  for  a  second  FM  channel 
assignment  which  would  serve  the  local 
interests  with  a  diverse  FM  broadcast 
voice. 

8.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  believe 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  the  assignment  of  Class  C  FM 
Channel  279  to  Bemidji,  Minnesota.  A 
site  restriction  of  3.2  kilometers  (2.0 
miles)  northeast  of  the  community  is 
required  for  this  assignment  to  comply 
with  the  minimum  distance  separation 
requirements  of  §  73.207  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  (Petitioner  has 
indicated  that  its  proposed  transmitter 
site  will  be  located  10  miles  northeast  of 
Bemidji.)  Canadian  concurrence  in  the 
assignment  has  been  obtained. 

9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
effective  August  25, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  with  regard  to 
the  following  community: 


Bemidji,  Minn..... . . .  266,  279 

10.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein  is  contained  in  sections  4(i), 
5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commissions’s  rules. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

12.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19541  Filed  7-1-81;  8:46  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 

2  Petitioner  indicates  that  these  figures  differ  from 
those  provided  in  its  original  petition  due  to  a 
change  in  the  proposed  transmitter  site. 


47  CFR  Part  73 

(BC  Docket  No.  80-561;  RM-3612] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Denison,  Tex.; 
Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  285A  to  Denison,  Texas,  and 
substitutes  Channel  272A  for  285A  at 
Madill,  Oklahoma,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Grayson  Collegiate 
Communications.  The  assignment  could 
provide  the  community  with  a  second 
FM  station. 

date:  Effective  August  10, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 
Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations,  (Denison,  Texas),  BC  Docket 
No.  80-561,  RM-3612. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  23, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  Before  the  Commission  is  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  45  FR  64994, 
published  October  1, 1980,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  FM  Channel  285A  to 
Denison,  Texas,  as  its  second  FM 
assignment,  at  the  request  of  Grayson 
Collegiate  Communications 
(“petitioner”).  In  order  to  make  the 
assignment,  we  also  proposed  the 
substitution  of  Channel  272A  for 
Channel  285A  at  Madill,  Oklahoma. 
Channel  285A  at  Madill  is  currently 
unoccupied  and  unapplied  for. 
Supporting  comments  were  filed  by 
petitioner  in  which  it  reaffirmed  its 
intent  to  file  for  the  channel,  if  assigned. 
No  oppositions  to  the  proposal  were 
received. 

2.  Denison  (population  24,923),’  is 
located  in  Grayson  County  (population 
83,225),  approximately  104  kilometers 
(65  miles)  north  of  Dallas,  Texas.  It  is 
served  by  AM  Station  KDSX  and  FM 
Station  KDSQ  (Channel  269A),  both 
licensed  to  Denison-Sherman,  Texas. 

3.  Petitioner  has  submitted 
information  with  respect  to  Denison 
which  is  persuasive  as  to  its  need  of  a 
second  local  FM  assignment. 

1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


4.  In  addition,  petitioner  provided  a 
list  of  alternate  available  channels  to 
the  two  precluded  communities  over 
2,500  population  and  without  local  aural 
service,  Antlers  and  Tishomingo, 
Oklahoma. 

5.  We  believe  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  assignment  of 
Channel  285A  to  Denison,  Texas.  An 
interest  has  been  shown  for  its  use,  and 
such  an  assignment  would  provide  the 
community  with  a  second  FM  station. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
effective  August  10, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  with  regard  to 
the  following  communities: 


City 

Channel 

No. 

Madill,  Okla . 

.  272A 

Denison,  Tex . 

.  269A, 

285A 

7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc  81-19542  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-448;  RM-3575] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Pasco, 
Washington;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  252A  to  Pasco,  Washington,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Tri-City 
Christian  Center.  The  assignment  could 
provide  Pasco  with  a  first  commercial 
FM  station. 

DATE:  Effective  August  25, 1981. 
address:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 

Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations,  (Pasco,  Washington),  BC 
Docket  No.  80-448,  RM-3575. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  45  FR  55241,  published  August 
19, 1980,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed 
by  Tri-City  Christian  Center 
("petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 
of  Channel  252A  to  Pasco,  Washington, 
as  that  community’s  first  commercial  FM 
assignment.  Supporting  comments  were 
filed  by  petitioner  in  which  it  reaffirmed 
its  intent  to  file  for  the  channel,  if 
assigned.  No  oppositions  to  the  proposal 
were  received. 

2.  Pasco  (population  13,920), 1  in 
Franklin  County  (population  25,816),  is 
located  approximately  290  kilometers 
(180  miles)  southeast  of  Seattle, 
Washington.  This  community  and  the 
neighboring  areas  of  Kennewick  and 
Richland  are  known  locally  as  the  “Tri- 
Cities.”  Pasco  currently  is  served  locally 
by  daytime-only  AM  Station  KORD,  full¬ 
time  AM  Station  KONA,  and 
noncommercial  educational  FM  Station 
KOLU  (Channel  211C).  Channel  252A 
could  be  assigned  to  Pasco  in 
compliance  with  the  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  of  §  73.207  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

3.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Pasco,  which  is  persuasive  as  to  its  need 
for  a  first  commercial  FM  channel 
assignment. 

4.  As  stated  in  the  Notice,  the 
assignment  of  Channel  252A  to  Pasco 
will  cause  new  preclusion  only  on 
Channel  251  and  co-Channel  252A. 
However,  petitioner  notes  that  alternate 
channels  are  available  in  some  of  the 
precluded  areas. 

5.  In  view  of  the  expressed  interest  in 
the  proposed  channel  allocation  to 
Pasco,  Washington,  and  the 
demonstration  of  need  for  the  additional 
service,  we  believe  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  grant  of  the 
requested  assignment. 

6.  Canadian  concurrence  in  the 
assignment  has  been  obtained. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
effective  August  25, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 


1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


Assignments,  is  amended  with  regard  to 
the  following  community: 


City 


Channel 

No. 


Pasco,  Washington .  252A. 


8.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  appears  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division.  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19543  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-539;  RM-3607) 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Walker, 
Minnesota;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  257A  to  Walker,  Minnesota,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Stagg 
Broadcasting.  The  assignment  could 
provide  Walker  with  a  first  FM  and  full¬ 
time  local  aural  broadcast  service. 

DATE:  Effective  August  25, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 
Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Walker,  Minnesota),  BC 
Docket  No.  80-539,  RM-3607. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  herein,  45  FR  59361,  published 
September  9, 1980,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Stagg  Broadcasting 
(“Petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 


of  FM  Channel  257A  to  Walker, 
Minnesota,  as  that  community’s  first  FM 
assignment.  Supporting  comments  were 
filed  by  petitioner  in  which  it  reaffirmed 
its  intent  to  file  for  the  channel,  if 
assigned.  No  oppositions  to  the  proposal 
were  received. 

2.  Walker  (population  1,073),  in  Cass 
County  [population  71,323) 1  is  located 
approximately  321  kilometers  (200  miles) 
north  of  Minneapolis-St.  Paul.  It  is 
presently  served  locally  by  daytime-only 
AM  Station  KLLR,  licensed  to  petitioner. 
Channel  257A  could  be  assigned  to 
Walker  in  compliance  with  the  minimum 
distance  separation  requirements  of 

§  73.207  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

3.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Walker  which  is  persuasive  as  to  its 
need  for  a  first  FM  channel  assignment. 

4.  We  believe  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  assignment  of 
Channel  257A  to  Walker.  Minnesota.  An 
interest  has  been  shown  for  its  use,  and 
such  an  assignment  would  provide  the 
community  with  an  FM  station  which 
could  render  a  first  full-time  local  aural 
broadcast  service. 

5.  Canadian  concurrence  in  the 
assignment  has  been  obtained. 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  contained  herein  appears  in 
sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
effective  August  25, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission's  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  with  regard  to 
the  following  commmunity: 


Walker,  Minnesola _  257A. 


8.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4, 303, 48  Stat.  as  amended,  1066. 1062; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19544  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8712-01-M 
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Census. 
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47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-337;  RM-3574] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Jacksonville, 
Illinois,  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  assigns 
FM  Channel  288A  to  Jacksonville, 

Illinois,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed  by 
Big  Country  of  Missouri,  Inc.  The 
assignment  could  provide  Jacksonville 
with  a  second  FM  service. 

DATE:  Effective  August  25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 

Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Jacksonville,  Illinois),  BC 
Docket  No.  80-337,  RM-3574. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making,  45  FR  46452,  published 
July  10, 1980,  proposing  the  assignment 
of  Channel  288A  to  Jacksonville,  Illinois, 
as  that  community’s  second  FM 
assignment,  in  response  to  a  petition 
filed  by  Big  Country  of  Missouri,  Inc. 
(“petitioner”).  Petitioner  filed  comments 
in  which  it  reaffirmed  its  intent  to  apply 
for  the  channel,  if  assigned.  No 
oppositions  to  the  proposal  were 
received. 

2.  Jacksonville  (population  20,553),' 
the  seat  of  Morgan  County  (population 
36,174),  is  located  approximately  320 
kilometers  (200  miles)  southwest  of 
Chicago,  Illinois.  Jacksonville  is 
currently  served  locally  by  one  FM 
station  and  2  daytime-only  AM  stations. 

3.  Petitioner  has  submitted 
information  with  respect  to  Jacksonville 
which  is  persuasive  as  to  its  need  for  a 
second  FM  channel  assignment.  As 
indicated  in  our  Notice,  the  assignment 
herein  will  create  intermixture  of  a 
Class  A  with  a  Class  C  facility. 

However,  as  noted  above,  petitioner  has 
reaffirmed  its  willingness  to  apply  for 
the  Channel  288A  assignment,  in  spite  of 
the  possible  competitive  advantage 
which  may  accrue  to  the  Class  C 

1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


operation.  In  any  event,  grant  of  the 
instant  proposal  could  provide 
Jacksonville  with  a  fourth  broadcast 
voice.  Therefore,  we  believe  it  would  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  assign  FM 
Channel  288A  to  that  community. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
effective  August  25, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  with  respect 
to  the  following  community: 


City 

Channel 

No. 

.  263 

288A. 

5.  Authority  for  action  taken  herein  is 
contained  in  Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1)  303  (g) 
and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

7.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L  Baumann, 

Chief  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19540  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-526;  RM-3599] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Rifle, 
Colorado;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  assigns  Class  C 
FM  Channel  287  to  Rifle,  Colorado,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Garfield 
County  Broadcasters.  The  assignment 
would  provide  Rifle  with  a  first  local  FM 
service,  as  well  as  provide  first  and 
second  FM  and  nighttime  aural  service 
to  surrounding  areas  and  populations. 

DATE:  Effective  August  25, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 


Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Rifle,  Colorado),  BC  Docket 
No.  80-526,  RM-3599. 

Report  And  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under 
consideration  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  herein,  45  FR  58615, 
published  September  4, 1980,  which 
proposed  the  assignment  of  Class  C  FM 
Channel  287  to  Rifle,  Colorado,  as  that 
community’s  first  FM  assignment,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Garfield 
County  Broadcasters  (“petitioner"). 
Petitioner  filed  comments  in  which  it 
reiterates  its  intention  to  apply  for  the 
channel,  if  assigned.  No  oppositions  to 
the  proposal  were  received. 

2.  Rifle  (population  2,150),'  in  Garfield 
County  (population  14,821),  is  located 
approximately  241  kilometers  (150  miles) 
west  of  Denver,  Colorado.  It  is  served 
locally  by  one  daytime-only  AM  station. 
Channel  287  can  be  assigned  to  Rifle  in 
conformity  with  the  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  of  §  73.207  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

3.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Rifle  which  is  persuasive  as  to  its  need 
for  a  first  FM  channel  allocation. 
Although  the  usual  practice  is  to  assign 
a  Class  A  channel  to  a  community  the 
size  of  Rifle,  petitioner  claims  that  a 
higher-powered  Class  C  channel  will  % 
provide  a  first  FM  service  to  696  persons 
residing  in  an  area  of  478  square 
kilometers  (187  square  miles),  and  a 
second  FM  service  to  10,991  persons 
within  an  area  of  5,312  square 
kilometers  (2,075  square  miles). 

4.  Additionally,  as  requested  in  the 
Notice,  petitioner  submitted  data 
concerning  alternate  channels  which  are 
available  to  certain  counties  that  would 
be  precluded  by  the  proposed 
assignment.  Specifically,  it  states  that 
Channels  295,  296A  and  300  can  be 
assigned  to  those  areas. 

5.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  believe 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  the  assignment  of  Channel  287  to 
Rifle,  Colorado.  An  interest  has  been 
shown  for  its  use  and  such  assignment 
could  provide  the  community  with  a  first 
local  FM  broadcast  service,  as  well  as 
render  substantial  first  and  second  FM 
and  nighttime  aural  service  to 
surrounding  areas  and  populations. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
effective  August  25, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  FM  Table  of 

1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 
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Assignments,  is  amended  with  respect 
to  the  following  community: 


Rifle,  Colorado _ ....  287 


7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19539  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  6712-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 

[Nineteenth  Rev.  S.O.  No.  1473] 

Various  Railroads  Authorized  To  Use 
Tracks  and/or  Facilities  of  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee) 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Nineteenth  Revised  Service 
Order  No.  1473. 

summary:  Nineteenth  Revised  Service 
Order  No.  1473  authorizes  various 
railroads  to  use  tracks  and/or  facilities 
of  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  11:59  p.m.,  July  1, 1981, 
and  continuing  in  effect  until  11:59  p.m., 
September  30, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clements,  Jr.,  (202)  275-7840. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Decided;  )une  26, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  122  of  the  Rock 
Island  Transition  and  Employee 
Assistance  Act,  Pub.  L.  96-254  (RITEA), 
the  Commission  is  authorizing  various 
railroads  to  provide  interim  service  over 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 


Railroad  Company,  Debtor,  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee),  (RI)  and  to  use  such 
tracks  and  facilities  as  are  necessary  for 
that  operation. 

In  view  of  the  urgent  need  for 
implementation  of  long  range  solutions 
for  continued  rail  service  over  RI  lines, 
and  in  consideration  of  a  recent 
complaint  by  the  Trustee  regarding  the 
absence  of  compensation  for  the  use  of 
his  property  by  certain  rail  carriers,  the 
Railroad  Service  Board  (RSB)  hereby 
admonishes  any  carriers  which  haven’t 
negotiated  such  compensation  to 
attempt  to  do  so  in  the  interest  of 
continued  operations.  Compensation  to 
the  Trustee  is  an  integral  part  of  the 
interim  authority  and  an  obligation  of  all 
interim  operators  as  specified  by 
paragraph  (c)  of  the  order. 

Appendix  A,  to  the  previous  order,  is 
revised  by  adding  at  Item  8.,  D.,  the 
authority  to  the  Cadillac  and  Lake  City 
Railway  Company  in  Item  14,  at 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  between 
Limon  and  Stratton,  Colorado,  with 
over-head  rights  between  Stratton, 
Colorado,  and  Colby,  Kansas;  RI 
Trackage  rights  between  Limon  and 
Denver,  Colorado,  and  joint  use  of 
facilities  with  the  Denver  and  Rio 
Grande  Western  Railroad  Company  at 
Denver  and  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado. 
Also,  authority  is  granted  to  the  Keota 
Washington  Transportation  Company 
(Item  17)  at  Vinton,  Iowa,  and  between 
Vinton  Junction  and  Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. 
Appendix  A,  to  the  previous  order,  is 
also  revised  by  deleting  the  following 
authorities. 

Item  3C.  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  at  Limon,  Colorado. 

5.  Fort  Worth  and  Denver  Railway 
Company. 

8D.  Davenport,  Rock  Island  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  from  East 
Moline  to  Sivis,  Illinois. 

9.  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad 
Company  at  Ruston,  Louisiana. 

14.  The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande 
Western  Railroad  Company. 

22.  Fordyce  and  Princeton  Railroad 
Company. 

All  items  beyond  4  are  renumbered 
accordingly. 

Appendix  B  of  Thirteenth  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1473  is  unchanged, 
and  becomes  Appendix  B  of  this  order. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  an  emergency  exists  requiring  that 
the  railroads  listed  in  the  attached 
appendices  be  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  using  RI  tracks  and/or 
facilities;  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  order 
effective  upon  less  than  thirty  days' 
notice. 


It  is  ordered, 

§1033.1473  Service  Order  No.  1473. 

(a)  Various  railroads  authorized  to 
use  tracks  and/or  facilities  of  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  debtor  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee).  Various  railroads  are 
authorized  to  use  tracks  and/or  facilities 
of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (RI),  as  listed  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  in  order  to 
provide  interim  service  over  the  RI;  and 
as  listed  in  Appendix  B  to  this  order,  to 
provide  for  continuation  of  joint  or 
common  use  facility  agreements 
essential  to  the  operations  of  these 
carriers  as  previously  authorized  in 
Service  Order  No.  1435. 

(b)  The  Trustee  shall  permit  the 
affected  carriers  to  enter  upon  the 
property  of  the  RI  to  conduct  service  as 
authorized  in  paragraph  (a). 

(c)  The  Trustee  will  be  compensated 
on  terms  established  between  the 
Trustee  and  the  affected  carrier(s);  or 
upon  failure  of  the  parties  to  agree  as 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  Section  122(a) 
Public  Law  96-254. 

(d)  Interim  operators,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  its  effective  date, 
notify  the  Railroad  Service  Board  of  the 
date  on  which  interim  operations  were 
commenced  or  the  expected 
commencement  date  of  those 
operations.  Termination  of  interim 
operations  will  require  at  least  (30) 
thirty  days  notice  to  the  Railroad 
Service  Board  and  affected  shippers. 

(e)  Interim  operators,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
thirty  days  of  commencing  operations 
under  authority  of  this  order,  notify  the 
RI  Trustee  of  those  facilities  they 
believe  are  necessary  or  reasonably 
related  to  the  authorized  operations. 

(f)  During  the  period  of  the  operations 
over  the  RI  lines  authorized  in 
paragraph  (a),  operators  shall  be 
responsible  for  preserving  the  value  of 
the  lines,  associated  with  each 
operation,  to  the  RI  estate,  and  for 
performing  necessary  maintenance  to 
avoid  undue  deterioration  of  lines  and 
associated  facilities. 

1.  In  those  instances  where  more  than 
one  railroad  is  involved  in  the  joint  use 
of  RI  tracks  and/or  facilities  described 
in  Appendix  B,  one  of  the  affected 
carriers  will  perform  the  maintenance 
and  have  supervision  over  the 
operations  in  behalf  of  all  the  carriers, 
as  may  be  agreed  to  among  themselves, 
or  in  the  absence  of  such  agreement,  as 
may  be  decided  by  the  Commission. 
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(g)  Any  operational  or  other  difficulty 
associated  with  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  resolved  through 
agreement  between  the  affected  parties 
or,  failing  agreement,  by  the 
Commission’s  Railroad  Service  Board. 

(h)  Any  rehabilitation,  operational,  or 
other  costs  related  to  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  interim  operator 
incurring  the  costs,  and  shall  not  in  any 
way  be  deemed  a  liability  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

(i)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  traffic. 

(j)  Rate  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  the 
operations  described  in  Appendix  A  by 
interim  operators  over  tracks  previously 
operated  by  the  RI  are  deemed  to  be  due 
to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  moved  over  these 
lines  shall  be  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  routed  to,  from,  or  via  these  lines 
which  were  formerly  in  effect  on  such 
traffic  when  routed  via  RI,  until  tariffs 
naming  rates  and  routes  specifically 
applicable  become  effective. 

1.  The  operator  under  this  temporary 
authority  will  not  be  required  to  protect 
transit  rate  obligations  incurred  by  the 
RI  or  the  directed  carrier,  Kansas  City 
Terminal  Railway  Company,  on  transit 
balances  currently  held  in  storage. 

(k)  In  transporting  traffic  over  these 
lines,  all  interim  operators  described  in 
Appendix  A  shall  proceed  even  though 
no  contracts,  agreements,  or 
arrangements  now  exist  between  them 
with  reference  to  the  divisions  of  the 
rates  of  transportation  applicable  to  that 
traffic.  Divisions  shall  be,  during  the 
time  this  order  remains  in  force,  those 
voluntarily  agreed  upon  by  and  between 
the  carriers;  or  upon  failure  of  the 
carriers  to  so  agree,  the  divisions  shall 
be  those  hereafter  fixed  by  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with 
pertinent  authority  conferred  upon  it  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(l)  To  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  carriers  providing  service 
under  this  order  shall  use  the  employees 
who  normally  would  have  performed  the 
work  in  connection  with  traffic  moving 
over  the  lines  subject  to  this  Order. 

(m)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  July  1, 
1981. 

(n)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
September  30, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  49  U.S.C.  10304, 10305,  and 
Section  122,  Pub.  L.  96-254. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 


Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Transportation  Division,  as  agent  of  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O’Brien. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A. — RI  Lines  Authorized  To  Be 
Operated  by  Interim  Operators 

1.  Louisiana  and  Arkansas  Railway 
Company  [LB1  A): 

A.  Tracks  one  through  six  of  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company’s 
(RI)  Cadiz  yard  in  Dallas,  Texas,  commencing 
at  the  point  of  connection  of  RI  track  six  with 
the  tracks  of  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company  (ATSF)  in  the 
southwest  quadrant  of  the  crossing  of  the 
ATSF  and  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Company  (MKT)  at  interlocking 
station  No.  19. 

2.  Peoria  and  Pekin  Union  Railway 
Company  (P&PU):  All  Peoria  Terminal 
Railroad  property  on  the  east  side  of  the 
Illinois  River,  located  within  the  city  limits  of 
Pekin,  Illinois. 

3.  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company  [UP]\ 

A.  Beatrice,  Nebraska. 

B.  Approximately  36.5  miles  of  trackage 
extending  from  Fairbury,  Nebraska,  to  RI 
Milepost  581.5  north  of  Hallam,  Nebraska. 

4.  Toledo,  Peoria  and  Western  Railroad 
Company  [TP&W): 

A.  Keokuk,  Iowa. 

B.  Peoria  Terminal  Company  trackage  from 
Hollis  to  Iowa  Junction,  Illinois. 

5.  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  [C&NW): 

A.  from  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  to 
Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

B.  from  Rock  Junction  (milepost  5.2)  to 
Inver  Grove,  Minnesota  (milepost  0). 

C.  from  Inver  Grove  (milepost  344.7)  to 
Northwood,  Minnesota. 

D.  from  Clear  Lake  Junction  (milepost 
191.1)  to  Short  Line  Junction,  Iowa  (milepost 
73.6). 

E.  from  Short  Line  Junction  Yard  (milepost 
354)  to  West  Des  Moines,  Iowa  (milepost 
364). 

F.  from  Short  Line  Junction  (milepost  73.6) 
to  Carlisle,  Iowa  (milepost  64.7). 

G.  from  Carlisle  (milepost  64.7)  to  Allerton, 
Iowa  (milepost  0). 

H.  from  Allerton,  Iowa  (milepost  363)  to 
Trenton,  Missouri  (milepost  415.9). 

I.  from  Trenton  (milepost  415.9)  to  Air  Line 
Junction,  Missouri  (milepost  502.2). 

J.  from  Iowa  Falls  (milepost  97.4)  to 
Esterville,  Iowa  (milepost  206.9). 

K.  from  Bricelyn,  Minnesota  (milepost  57.7) 


to  Ocheyedan,  Iowa  (milepost  246.7). 

L.  from  Palmer  (milepost  454.5)  to  Royal 
Iowa  (milepost  502). 

M.  from  Dows  (milepost  113.4)  to  Forest 
City,  Iowa  (milepost  158.2). 

N.  from  Cedar  Rapids  (milepost  100.5)  to 
Cedar  River  Bridge,  Iowa  (milepost  96.2)  and 
to  serve  all  industry  formerly  served  by  the 
RI  at  Cedar  Rapids. 

O.  from  Newton  (milepost  320.5)  to 
Earlham,  Iowa  (milepost  388.6). 

P.  Sibley,  Iowa. 

Q.  Worthington,  Minnesota. 

R.  Altoona  to  Pella,  Iowa. 

S.  Carlisle,  Indianola,  Iowa. 

T.  Omaha,  Nebraska  (between  milepost  502 
to  milepost  504). 

U.  Earlham  (milepost  388.6]  to  Dexter,  Iowa 
(milepost  393.5). 

6.  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (Milwaukee): 

A.  from  West  Davenport,  through  and 
including  Muscatine,  to  Fruitland,  Iowa, 
including  the  Iowa-Ulinois  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  near  Fruitland. 

B.  Washington,  Iowa. 

C.  from  Newport,  to  a  point  near  the  east 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  River,  sufficient  to 
serve  Northwest  Oil  Refinery,  at  St.  Paul 
Park,  Minnesota. 

D.  from  Davenport  to  Iowa  City,  Iowa. 

E.  at  Davenport,  Iowa. 

7.  Davenport,  Rock  Island  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  (DRI): 

A.  Moline,  Illinois. 

B.  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  including  26th 
Street  yard. 

C.  from  Rock  Island  through  Milan,  Illinois, 
to  a  point  west  of  Milan  sufficient  to  include 
service  to  the  Rock  Island  Industrial  complex. 

D.  from  Rock  Island  Illinois,  to  Davenport, 
Iowa,  sufficient  to  include  service  to  Rock 
Island  Arsenal. 

8.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway 
Company  (SSW): 

A.  from  Brinkley  to  Briark, “Arkansas,  and 
at  Stuttgart,  Arkansas. 

B.  at  North  Topeka  and  Topeka,  Kansas. 

9.  Little  Rock  &  Western  Railway 
Company:  from  Little  Rock,  Arkansas 
(milepost  135.2)  to  Perry,  Arkansas  (milepost 
184.2);  and  from  Little  Rock  (milepost  138.4) 
to  the  Missouri  Pacific/RI  Interchange 
(milepost  130.6). 

10.  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company: 
from  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  (milepost  135.2)  to 
Hazen,  Arkansas  (milepost  91.5);  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  (milepost  135.2)  to  Pulaski, 
Arkansas  (milepost  141.0);  Hot  Springs 
Junction  (milepost  0.0)  to  and  including  Rock 
Island  milepost  4.7. 

11.  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad 
Company/Oklahoma,  Kansas  and  Texas 
Railroad  Company: 

A.  Herington-Ft.  Worth  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  171.7  within  the  City  of 
Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for  a 
distance  of  439.5  miles  to  milepost  613.5 
within  the  City  of  Ft.  Worth,  Texas,  and  use 
of  Fort  Worth  and  Denver  trackage  between 
Purina  Junction  and  Tower  55  in  Ft.  Worth. 

B.  Ft.  Worth-Dallas  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  611.9  within  the  City  of 
Ft.  Worth,  Texas,  and  extending  for  a 
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distance  of  34  miles  to  milepost  646,  within 
the  City  of  Dallas,  Texas. 

C.  El  Reno-Oklahoma  City  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  beginning  at  milepost  513.3  within  the 
City  of  El  Reno,  Oklahoma,  and  extending  for 
a  distance  of  16.9  miles  to  milepost  496.4 
within  the  City  of  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

D.  Salina  Branch  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  171.4  within  the  City  of 
Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for  a 
distance  of  27.4  miles  to  milepost  198.8  in  the 
City  of  Abilene,  Kansas,  including  RI 
trackage  rights  over  the  line  of  the  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  to  Salina, 

(including  yard  tracks)  Kansas. 

E.  Right  to  use  joint  with  other  authorized 
carriers  the  Herington-Topeka  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  beginning  at  milepost  171.7  within  the 
City  of  Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for 
a  distance  of  81.6  miles  to  milepost  89.9 
within  the  City  of  Topeka,  Kansas,  as  bridge 
rights  only. 

F.  Rock  Island  rights  of  use  on  the  Wichita 
Union  Terminal  Railway  Company  and  the 
Wichita  Terminal  Association,  all  located  in 
Wichita,  Kansas. 

G.  Rock  Island  right  to  use  interchange 
tracks  to  interchange  with  the  Great 
Southwest  Railroad  Company  located  in 
Grand  Prairie,  Texas. 

H.  The  Atchison  Branch  from  Topeka,  at 
milepost  90.5,  to  Atchison,  Kansas,  at 
milepost  519.4  via  St.  Joseph,  Missouri,  at 
mileposts  0.0  and  498.3,  including  the  use  of 
interchange  and  yard  facilities  at  Topeka,  St. 
Joseph  and  Atchison,  and  the  trackage  rights 
used  by  the  Rock  Island  to  form  a  continuous 
service  route,  a  distance  of  111.6  miles. 

I.  That  part  of  the  Mangum  Branch  Line 
from  Chickasha,  milepost  0.0  to  Anadarko  at 
milepost  18,  thence  south  on  the  Anadarko 
Line  at  milepost  460.5  to  milepost  4S5.3  at 
Richards  Spur,  a  distance  of  42.8  miles. 

J.  Oklahoma  City-McAlester  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  Beginning  at  milepost  496.4  within  the 
City  of  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  and 
extending  for  a  distance  of  131.4  miles  to 
milepost  365.0  within  the  City  of  McAlester, 
Oklahoma. 

12.  Norfolk  and  Western  Railway 
Company:  is  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  running  southerly  from 
Pullman  Junction,  Chicago,  Illinois,  along  the 
western  shore  of  Lake  Calumet 
approximately  four  plus  miles  to  the  point, 
approximately  2,500  feet  beyond  the  railroad 
bridge  over  the  Calumet  Expressway,  at 
which  point  the  RI  track  connects  to  Chicago 
Regional  Port  District  track;  and  running 
easterly  from  Pullman  Junction 
approximately  1,000  feet  into  the  lead  to 
Clear-View  Plastics,  Inc.,  for  the  purpose  of 
serving  industries  located  adjacent  to  such 
tracks  and  connecting  to  the  Chicago 
Regional  Port  District.  Any  trackage  rights 
arrangements  which  existed  between  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  and  other  carriers,  and  which 
extend  to  the  Chicago  Regional  Port  District 
Lake  Calumet  Harbor,  West  Side,  will  be 
continued  so  that  shippers  at  the  port  can 
have  NW  rates  and  routes  regardless  of 
which  carrier  performs  switching  services. 

13.  Southern  Railway  Company: 

A.  At  Memphis,  Tennessee. 

14.  Cadillac  and  Lake  City  Railroad: 


A.  From  Sandown  Junction  (milepost  0.1) 
to  and  including  junction  with  DRGW  Belt 
Line  (milepost  3.9)  all  in  the  vicinity  of 
Denver,  Colorado. 

B. 1  From  Colorado  Springs  (milepost  609.1) 
to  and  including  all  rail  facilities  at  Colorado 
Springs  and  Roswell,  Colorado  (milepost 
602.8),  all  in  the  vicinity  of  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado. 

C. 1  From  Limon,  Colorado  (milepost  532)  to 
Stratton,  Colorado  (milepost  473),  with  over¬ 
head  rights  between  Stratton.  Colorado  and 
Colby,  Kansas,  in  order  to  affect  interchange 
with  the  Union  Pacific. 

D.  1  Rock  Island  trackage  rights  over  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  between  Limon 
and  Denver,  Colorado. 

E. 1  Rock  Island  joint  use  facilities 
agreement  at  Colorado  Springs  and  Denver, 
Colorado,  with  DRGW. 

15.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company: 

A.  From  Blue  Island,  Illinois  (milepost  15.7) 
to  Bureau,  Illinois  (milepost  114.2),  a  distance 
of  98.5  miles. 

16.  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  Railway 
Company  (CIC): 

A.  From  the  west  intersection  of  Lafayette 
Street  and  South  Capitol  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  southward  for  approximately  2.2  miles, 
terminating  at  the  intersection  of  the  RI 
tracks  and  the  southern  line  of  Section  21, 
Township  79  North,  Range  6  West,  Johnson 
County,  Iowa,  including  spurs  of  the  main 
trackage  to  serve  various  industry;  and  to 
effect  interchange  with  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company. 

17.  Keota  Washington  Transportation 
Company: 

A.  From  Keota  to  Washington,  Iowa;  to 
effect  interchange  with  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  at  Washington,  Iowa,  and  to  serve 
any  industries  on  the  former  RI  which  are  not 
being  served  presently. 

B. 1  At  Vinton,  Iowa  (milepost  120.0  to 
123.0). 

C.  1  From  Vinton  Junction,  Iowa  (milepost 
23.4)  to  Iowa  Falls,  Iowa  (milepost  97.4). 

18.  The  La  Salle  and  Bureau  County 
Railroad  Company: 

A.  From  Chicago  (milepost  0.60)  and  Blue 
Island,  Illinois  (milepost  16.61),  and  yard 
tracks  6, 9  and  10;  and  crossover  115  to  effect 
interchange  at  Blue  Island,  Illinois. 

B.  From  Western  Avenue  (Subdivision  1A, 
milepost  16.6)  to  119th  Street  (Subdivision  1A, 
milepost  14.8),  at  Blue  Island,  Illinois. 

C.  From  Gresham  (subdivision  1.  milepost 
10.0)  to  South  Chicago  (subdivision  IB, 
milepost  14.5)  at  Chicago,  Illinois. 

19.  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company: 

A.  At  Alva,  Oklahoma. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19573  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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'  Added. 


49  CFR  Part  1033 

[Arndt  No.  4  to  Service  Order  1493] 

Escanaba  and  Lake  Superior  Railroad 
Company  Authorized  To  Use  Tracks 
and/or  Facilities  of  Chicago, 

Milwaukee,  St  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Ca.  Debtor  (Richard  B. 

Ogilvie,  Trustee) 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Amendment  No.  4  to  Service 
Order  No.  1493. 

summary:  Amendment  No.  4  extends 
the  expiration  date  of  Service  Order  No. 
1493,  which  authorizes  Escanaba  and 
Lake  Superior  Railroad  Company  to  use 
tracks  and/or  facilities  of  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Debtor,  (Richard  B.  Ogilvie, 
Trustee)  (MILW).  The  MILW  Trustee 
has  indicated  that  sufficient  progress 
has  been  made  in  negotiations  on 
compensation  and  that  he  concurs  with 
this  extension. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  11:59  p.m.,  June  30, 
1981,  and  continuing  in  effect  until  11:59 
p.m.,  July  31, 1981,  unless  modified, 
amended  or  vacated  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clemens.  Jr.  (202)  275-7840. 

Decided:  June  26. 1981. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1493  (46  FR  10742, 14896, 

19822  and  25311),  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor 
It  is  ordered,  §  1033.1493  Escanaba 
and  Lake  Superior  Railroad  Company 
authorized  to  use  tracks  and/or 
facilities  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St 
Paul  and  Pacific,  Railroad  Company 
Debtor,  (Richard  B.  Ogilvie,  Trustee). 

Service  Order  No.  1493  is  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (n) 
for  paragraph  (n)  thereof: 

(n)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  are  extended  to  permit  an 
additional  (30)  thirty  days  for  the 
Escanaba  and  Lake  Superior  Railroad 
Company  to  complete  compensation 
negotiations,  and  shall  expire  at  11:59 
p.m.,  July  31, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  30, 
1981. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  49  U.S.C.  10304-10305  and 
Section  122,  Pub.  L.  96-254. 

This  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
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and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  amendment 
shall  be  given  to  the  general  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington.  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O'Brien. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19461  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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49  CFR  Parts  1051  and  1104 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-98;  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-98 
(Sub-No.  2)] 

New  Procedures  in  Motor  Carrier 
Restructuring  Proceedings;  Released 
Rates  in  Conjunction  With  a  Small 
Shipments  Tariff 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Reinstatement  of  final  rules. 

SUMMARY:  By  decision  served  March  20, 
1978  (43  FR  14670,  April  7, 1978)  the 
Commission  amended  its  regulations  at 
49  CFR  1051.1  (a)  and  (b),  and  1104.10  to 
determine  the  types  of  regulatory  action 
which  would  assist  in  providing  better 
price  and  service  alternatives  for  small 
shipments.  By  decision  served  August 
11, 1980  (45  FR  58129,  September  2, 1980) 
the  Commission  repealed  the  existing 
rules  as  amended  at  43  FR  14670  due  to 
passage  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980 
which  contains  increased  incentives  for, 
or  specific  authorization  for  the  actions 
contained  in  the  rules.  However,  the  text 
of  the  former  rules  was  inadvertently 
removed.  The  rules  sare  reinstated. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall,  (202) 
275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  corrects  an  inadvertent  error.  49 
CFR  1051  (a)  and  (b),  and  1104.10  were 
erroneously  removed.  These  rules  are 


hereby  reinstated.  The  rules  are  as 
follows: 

§1104.10  Availability  of  underlying  data. 

All  underlying  data  used  in 
preparation  of  the  material  outlined 
above  shall  be  made  available  in  the 
office  of  the  party  serving  such  verified 
matter  during  usual  office  hours  for 
inspection  by  any  party  of  record 
desiring  to  do  so,  and  shall  be  made 
available  to  the  Commission  upon 
request  therefor.  The  underlying  data 
shall  be  made  available  also  at  the 
hearing,  but  only  if  and  to  the  extent 
specifically  requested  in  writing  and 
required  by  any  party  for  the  purpose  of 
cross-examination.  Since  Appendix  A 
data  are  to  be  submitted  on  a  combined 
carrier  basis,  any  underlying  individual 
carrier  data  used  to  complete  Appendix 
A  should  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission  for  its  use  as  well  as  for  the 
use  of  parties  opposing  the  sought 
increases. 

§  1051.1  Information  to  be  shown. 

(a)  Every  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Commission  shall,  on  and  after  the  first 
day  of  January,  1937,  cause  to  be  shown 
on  the  face  of  each  and  every  receipt  or 
bill  of  lading  issued  for  the 
transportation  of  property  by  such 
carrier  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  information  which  shall 
include  the  names  of  the  consignor  and 
consignee;  the  points  of  origin  and 
destination;  the  number  of  packages, 
description  of  the  articles,  and  weight, 
volume  or  measurement  (if  the  lawfully 
applicable  rates  or  charges  are 
published  to  apply  per  unit  of  weight 
volume  or  measurement)  of  the  property 
received;  and  a  record  of  this 
information  shall  be  kept  by  the  carrier 
by  the  preservation  of  a  copy  of  such 
receipt  or  bill  of  lading. 

(b)  Every  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Commission  shall,  on  and  after  the  first 
day  of  January,  1937,  when  collecting 
transportation  charges,  issue  a  freight  or 
expense  bill  covering  each  shipment, 
and  the  original  of  such  freight  or 
expense  bill  shall  be  receipted  on 
payment  of  the  transportation  charges 


and  furnished  to  the  shipper  or  the 
receiver,  whichever  may  pay  the 
charges;  and  shall  cause  to  be  shown  on 
the  face  thereof  the  names  of  the 
consignor  and  consignee  (except  that  as 
to  recdnsigned  shipments  the  freight  or 
expense  bill  shall  not  show  the  name  of 
the  original  consignor);  the  daje  of 
shipment;  the  points  of  origin  and 
destination  (except  that  as  to 
reconsigned  shipments  the  freight  or 
expense  bill  shall  not  show  the  original 
shipping  point  unless  the  final  consignee 
pays  transportation  charges  from  such 
original  shipping  point);  the  number  of 
packages,  description  of  the  articles,  and 
weight,  volume  or  measurement  of  the 
property  transported  (if  the  lawfully 
applicable  rates  or  charges  are 
published  to  apply  per  unit  of  weight, 
volume  or  measurement);  the  exact  rate 
or  rates  assessed;  the  total  charges  to  be 
collected  including  a  statement  of  the 
nature  and  amount  of  any  charges  for 
special  service  and  the  points  at  which 
such  special  service  was  rendered,  the 
route  of  movement  indicating  each 
carrier  participating  in  the 
transportation  service,  and  the  transfer 
point  or  points  through  which  the 
shipment  moved;  either  the  address 
where  remittance  must  be  made  or  the 
address  of  the  principal  place  of 
business  of  the  issuer  of  the  freight  or 
expense  bill,  or  both,  at  the  issuer’s 
option;  and  a  record  of  this  information 
shall  be  kept  by  the  preservation  of  a 
copy  of  such  freight  or  expense  bill. 

(Secs.  12, 20,  24  Stat.  383  as  amended,  386,  as 
amended,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended,  563,  as 
amended;  49  U.S.C.  12,  20,  301,  302,  304,  316, 
317,  318,  319,  320;  5  U.S.C.  552,  553,  and  559) 

This  action  will  not  significantly  affect 
either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources. 

(49  U.S.C.  10321, 10730, 10922,  and  5  U.S.C. 
553) 

Dated:  June  19, 1981. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-18910  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  50 

Reporting  of  Changes  to  the  Quality 
Assurance  Program 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  proposing  to  amend  its 
regulations  to  require  holders  of  nuclear 
power  plant  construction  permits  and 
holders  of  operating  licenses  to 
implement  the  approved  quality 
assurance  program  and  to  inform  the 
Commission  in  writing  of  certain  quality 
assurance  program  changes  which  affect 
the  description  of  the  quality  assurance 
program  included  in  their  Safety 
Analysis  Report  and  accepted  by  the 
Commission,  within  30  days  of  making 
any  such  change.  The  amendments  will 
provide  greater  assurance  that  quality 
assurance  programs  approved  by  the 
Commission  do  not  have  their 
effectiveness  reduced  by  subsequent 
changes. 

DATES:  Comments  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  September  8, 1981. 

Comments  received  after  this  date 
will  be  considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do 
so,  but  assurance  of  consideration 
cannot  be  given  except  as  to  comments 
received  on  or  before  that  date. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Steven  D.  Richardson,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Research,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  telephone  301-443-5942. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
quality  assurance  (QA)  requirements  of 
10  CFR  Part  50,  “Domestic  Licensing  of 
Production  and  Utilization  Facilities," 
are  one  of  the  cornerstones  of  the 


Commission’s  “defense-in-depth" 
concept  for  ensuring  safe  operation  of 
nuclear  power  plants. 

Because  of  the  importance  of  the  QA 
program  as  a  management  tool  to  attain 
objectives  important  to  nuclear  safety, 
the  NRC  staff  conducts  extensive 
reviews  during  the  licensing  process  to 
ensure  that  the  applicant's  QA  program 
description  satisfies  10  CFR  50, 

Appendix  B,  “Quality  Assurance 
Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants  and 
Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants."  Following 
acceptance  by  the  NRC  staff,  the  QA 
program  description  is  then  used  as  a 
principal  inspection  and  enforcement 
tool  in  ensuring  that  the  permit  holder  or 
licensee  is  in  compliance  with  all  NRC 
quality  assurance  requirements  for 
protecting  the  public  health  and  safety. 

As  indicated  in  paragraph  (a)(7)  of  10 
CFR  §  50.34,  "Contents  of  applications, 
technical  information,”  the  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  Report  (PSAR)  must 
include  “a  description  of  the  quality 
assurance  program  to  be  applied  to  the 
design,  fabrication,  construction,  and 
testing  of  the  structures,  systems,  and 
components  of  the  facility."  Similarly, 

§  50.34(b)(6)(H)  requires  that  the  Final 
Safety  Analysis  Report  (FSAR)  describe 
“managerial  and  administrative  controls 
to  be  used  to  assure  safe  operation”  and 
that  it  “include  a  discussion  of  how  the 
applicable  requirements  of  Appendix  B 
(Quality  Assurance  Criteria]  will  be 
satisfied.”  The  QA  programs  described 
in  the  safety  analysis  reports  are 
intended  to  represent  the  QA  programs 
actually  being  applied  in  practice. 

Because  existing  regulations  do  not 
specifically  include  a  requirement  that 
changes  to  the  accepted  QA  program  be 
reported  to  the  Commission,  some 
licensees  have  been  changing  the  QA 
program  without  informing  the 
Commission.  The  primary  concern  is 
that  changes  to  the  QA  program  might 
diminish  the  effectiveness  of  the 
program  permitting  significant 
deficiencies  to  arise  in  the  design, 
fabrication,  construction  or  operation  of 
the  facility.  This  could  result  in 
increased  risk  to  the  public  health  and 
safety. 

The  proposed  amendments  would 
require  that  construction  permit  holders 
and  licensees  implement  the  approved 
quality  assurance  program,  provide  a 
current  description  of  the  program, 
evaluate  all  changes  to  the  approved 
program  and,  for  certain  changes  that 


meet  the  criteria  in  the  rule  submit  the 
evaluation  to  the  NRC  for  review. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Certification 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  5  U.S.C.  605(b), 
the  Commission  hereby  certifies  that 
this  rule  will  not  if  promulgated,  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  proposed  rule  affects  only  the 
licensing  and  operation  of  nuclear 
power  plants.  The  companies  that  own 
these  plants  do  not  fall  within  the  scope 
of  the  definition  of  “small  entities"  set 
forth  in  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  or 
the  Small  Business  Size  Standards  set 
out  in  regulations  issued  by  the  Small 
Business  Administration  at  13  CFR  Part 
121. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  sections  552  and  553  of  title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  the  following 
amendmentto  10  CFR  Part  50  is 
contemplated. 

PART  50 — DOMESTIC  LICENSING  OF 
PRODUCTION  AND  UTILIZATION 
FACILITIES 

1.  Section  50.54  of  10  CFR  Part  50  is 
revised  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (a) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  50.54  Conditions  of  licenses. 

***** 

(a)(1)  Each  licensee  shall  implement 
the  quality  assurance  program  described 
or  referenced  in  the  Safety  Analysis 
Report  and  modified  by  changes  thereto. 

(2)  Each  licensee  shall  submit  to  the 
appropriate  NRC  Regional  Office  within 
90  days  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  the  current  description  of  the 
quality  assurance  program  unless  the 
description  previously  approved  has  not 
been  changed. 

(3)  After  the  effective  date  of  this  rule, 
the  licensee  may  make  changes  to  a 
previously  submitted  quality  assurance 
program  description,  provided  the 
change  does  not  decrease  the 
effectiveness  of  the  program  such  that 
the  revised  program  no  longer  meets  the 
criteria  of  Appendix  B  of  10  CFR  Part  50. 
Prior  to  making  any  change  to  a 
previously  submitted  QA  program 
description,  the  licensee  shall  prepare  a 
written  evaluation  identifying  the 
change,  the  reason  for  the  change,  and 
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the  basis  for  concluding  that  the  change 
satisfies  the  criteria  of  Appendix  B  of  10 
CFR  Part  50.  A  copy  of  this  evaluation 
shall  be  maintained  at  the  facility  for 
three  years. 

(4)  For  changes  made  to  the  quality 
assurance  program  affecting  the 
program  description  included  in  the 
Safety  Analysis  Report  which  (i)  change 
or  affect  the  authority,  independence,  or 
management  reporting  levels  previously 
established  for  organizations  or  persons 
performing  quality  assurance  functions; 
or  (ii)  change  or  affect  the  controls 
previously  established  over  activities 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  nuclear 
power  plant  structures,  systems,  and 
components,  the  evaluation  described  in 
paragraph  (a)(3)  of  this  section  shall  be 
submitted  within  30  days  of  making  any 
such  change  to  the  appropriate  NRC 
Regional  office  shown  in  Appendix  D  of 
Part  20  of  this  chapter,  with  one  copy 
sent  to  the  Resident  Inspector  and  one 
copy  sent  to  the  Chief  of  the  Document 
Management  Branch,  TIDC,  ADM,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

.*  *  *  •  * 

2.  Section  50.55  of  10  CFR  Part  50  is 
revised  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  50.55  Conditions  of  construction 
permits. 

***** 

(f)(1)  Each  construction  permit  holder 
shall  implement  the  quality  assurance 
program  described  or  referenced  in  the 
Safety  Analysis  Report  and  modified  by 
changes  thereto. 

(2)  Each  permit  holder  shall  submit  to 
the  appropriate  NRC  Regional  office 
within  90  days  of  the  effective  date  of 
this  regulation  the  current  description  of 
the  quality  assurance  program  unless 
the  description  previously  approved  has 
not  been  changed. 

(3)  After  the  effective  date  of  this  rule, 
the  permit  holder  may  make  changes  to 
a  previously  submitted  quality 
assurance  program  description, 
provided  the  change  does  not  decrease 
the  effectiveness  of  the  program  such 
that  the  revised  program  no  longer 
meets  the  criteria  of  Appendix  B  of  10 
CFR  Part  50.  Prior  to  making  any  change 
to  a  previously  submitted  QA  program 
description,  the  permit  holder  shall 
prepare  a  written  evaluation  identifying 
the  change,  the  reason  for  the  change, 
and  the  basis  for  concluding  that  the 
change  satisfies  the  criteria  of  Appendix 
B  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  copy  of  this 
evaluation  shall  be  maintained  at  the 
facility  for  three  years. 

(4)  For  changes  made  to  the  quality 
assurance  program  affecting  the 
program  description  included  in  the 


Safety  Analysis  Report  which  (i)  change 
or  affect  the  authority,  independence,  or 
management  reporting  levels  previously 
established  for  organizations  or  persons 
performing  quality  assurance  functions; 
or  (ii)  change  or  affect  the  controls 
previously  established  over  activities 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  nuclear 
power  plant  structures,  systems,  and 
components,  the  evaluation  described  in 
paragraph  (a)(3)  of  this  section  shall  be 
submitted  within  30  days  of  making  any 
such  change  to  the  appropriate  NRC 
Regional  office  shown  in  Appendix  D  of 
Part  20  of  this  chapter,  with  one  copy 
sent  to  the  Resident  Inspector  and  one 
copy  sent  to  the  Chief  of  the  Document 
Management  Branch,  TIDC,  ADM,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
***** 

(Secs.  103, 104, 161o.,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat. 
936, 937, 948;  Sec.  201,  as  amended,  Pub.  L. 
93-438,  88  Stat.  1242  (42  U.S.C.  2133,  2134, 
2201(o),  5841)) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  the  29th  day  of 
June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19564  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 
[Docket  No.  78-CE-1-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Cessna 
Model  337/T337  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Withdrawal  of  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  withdraws 
Docket  No.  78-CE-l-AD,  an  Advance 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(ANPRM),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  16, 1978,  which 
deals  with  the  subject  of  the  pilot’s 
inability  to  immediately  detect  and 
respond  to  a  rear  engine  power  loss  in 
Cessna  Model  337/T337  series  airplanes 
during  any  phase  of  the  takeoff  and  the 
initial  climb.  After  consideration  of  the 
comments  received,  further  review  of 
the  effect  of  earlier  directed  safety 
actions  and  upon  comparison  of  the 
overall  safety  of  the  Cessna  Model  337/ 
T337  airplanes  with  small  multi-engine 
airplanes  of  similar  weight  and 
complexity,  the  FAA  has  determined 
that  the  engine  failure  recognition  cues 
provided  by  the  Cessna  Model  337/T337 


airplanes  are  adequate  and  that  no 
undue  safety  hazard  related  to  a  lack  of 
rear  engine  failure  warning  is  present. 
The  FAA,  therefore,  concludes  that 
additional  rulemaking  action  based  on 
the  Advance  Notice  is  not  warranted  at 
this  time. 

DATES:  Not  applicable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  J.  Maple,  Flight  Test  Section, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program,  FAA, 
Central  Region,  Room  238,  Terminal 
Building  2299,  Mid-Continent  Airport, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67209;  Telephone  (316) 
942-4283. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  16, 1978,  the  FAA  issued 
Notice  78-CE-l-AD,  an  Advance  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (ANPRM),  in 
which  the  FAA  invited  public 
participation  in  the  identification  and 
selection  of  a  course  of  action  with 
respect  to  possible  rulemaking  dealing 
with  the  subject  of  the  pilot’s  inability  to 
detect  immediately  and  to  respond  to  a 
rear  engine  power  loss  during  any  phase 
of  the  takeoff  and  the  initial  climb  in 
Cessna  Model  337  and  T337  airplanes. 

The  FAA  received  144  public 
comments  in  response  to  Notice  78-CE- 
l-AD,  primarily  from  owners  and 
operators  of  Cessna  Model  337  and  T337 
series  airplanes.  It  was  the  general  view 
of  the  commenters  that  no  safety 
problem  exists  with  respect  to  the  pilot’s 
inability  to  detect  immediately  and  to 
respond  to  a  rear  engine  power  Iosj. 
Seventy-two  of  the  144  commenters 
stated  that  they  had  experienced  partial 
or  full  power  loss  on  an  engine.  These  72 
commenters  reported  a  total  of  95  power 
loss  events  in  all  phases  of  flight. 
Seventy-seven  of  these  power  loss 
events  occurred  outside  the  takeoff  and 
initial  climb  phases  of  flight,  many  in 
such  low-power  operations  as  letdown, 
approach,  landing  and  taxi;  or  as  a 
result  of  a  tank  having  been  run  dry  in 
flight.  The  remaining  18  events  were 
reported  for  the  takeoff  and  initial  climb 
phases,  which  were  the  central  concern 
of  the  ANPRM.  In  15  of  these  18  events, 
power  loss  was  detected  immediately, 
and  in  2  events  it  was  not.  One  of  the  18 
commenters  did  not  specify  the 
detection  interval.  In  these  cases,  the 
primary  cues  to  power  loss  detection 
were  degraded  performance  (10  cases) 
and  fuel  flowmeter  indications  (five 
cases).  Other  cues  mentioned  were 
noise,  vibration  and  surge,  oil 
temperature  and  pressure,  and 
“instrument  readings"  in  general. 

Most  of  the  144  commenters  stated 
that  they  placed  primary  reliance  for 
power  loss  detection  on  normal  engine 
instrumentation,  with  secondary 
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reliance  on  such  peripheral  cues  as 
acceleration  and  noise  levels.  The 
principal  instrument  references 
mentioned  were  the  fuel  flowmeters,  the 
manifold  pressure  indicators,  the 
exhaust  gas  temperature  indicators,  and 
the  tachometers,  in  descending  order  of 
frequency.  No  differences  were  apparent 
in  the  monitoring  methods  used  by  these 
pilots  who  reported  power  loss 
experience  and  those  who  did  not. 

The  commenters  provided  estimates 
of  time  delay  in  power  loss  recognition 
which  varied  from  zero  to  more  than 
thirty  seconds.  The  average  of  delay 
time  estimates  provided  by  the 
commenters  who  reported  experience 
with  power  loss  during  takeoff  and 
initial  climb  was  3.7  seconds,  with  a 
standard  deviation  of  1.9  seconds.  This 
is  generally  consistent  with  the 
recognition/reaction  time  delays  used 
during  type  certification. 

Most  commenters  stated  that  the 
Model  337  and  T337  airplanes  were 
satisfactory  as  they  are  now  configured, 
and  that  there  is  no  safety  problem 
associated  with  pilot  inability  to  detect 
and  respond  to  a  power  loss  during 
takeoff  and  initial  climb.  These 
commenters  included  the  two  pilots  who 
reported  delayed  recognition  following 
engine  failure  on  takeoff.  Given  the 
condition  that  safety  action  is  found 
necessary,  the  commenters  were 
generally  supportive  of  improved 
training  and  training  materials  and  of 
added  emphasis  on  the  Biennial  Review 
program.  Lack  of  well-qualified  337/ 

T337  pilots  for  the  conduct  of  Biennial 
Reviews  was  a  specific  concern. 

In  choosing  the  more  effective  of  the 
suggested  safety  improvement  options 
(1)  engine  failure  warning  means  or  (2) 
specific  type  rating,  only  one  of  the  144 
commenters  stated  active  support  for 
the  mandatory  installation  of  an  engine 
failure  warning  means.  The  remaining 
143  commenters  variously  withheld 
selection  of  an  option,  stated  emphatic 
opposition  to  both  options,  or  otherwise 
expressed  opposition  to  the  choice. 

Historically,  two  directed  safety 
actions  have  been  taken  with  respect  to 
engine  failures  in  the  Cessna  Model  33 7/ 
T337  airplanes.  Airworthiness  Directive 
(AD)  71-17-08  was  issued  to  require  that 
the  rear  engine  idle  speed  be  increased 
and  to  require  that  pilots  apply  power  to 
the  rear  engine  first  during  taxi  and 
takeoff  operations.  AD  77-08-05  was 
issued  to  require  the  installation  of  a 
cockpit  placard  prohibiting  intentional 
single-engine  takeoffs.  After 
consideration  of  the  favorable  safety 
trend  which  has  followed  the  safety 
actions  which  have  been  taken,  of  the 
public  comments  received  in  response  to 
the  Notice  and  comparison  of  the  overall 


safety  of  the  Cessna  Model  337/T337 
airplanes  with  other  small  multi-engine 
airplanes  of  similar  weight  and 
complexity,  the  FAA  has  determined 
that  the  engine  failure  recognition  cues 
provided  by  the  Cessna  Model  337/T337 
airplanes  are  adequate  and  that  no 
undue  safety  hazard  related  to  a  lack  of 
rear  engine  failure  warning  is  present. 
The  FAA  has,  therefore,  concluded  that 
additional  rulemaking  action  based  on 
the  Advance  Notice  is  not  warranted  at 
this  time. 

The  withdrawal  of  the  Notice  does  not 
preclude  the  FAA  from  issuing  similar 
notices  in  the  future,  nor  does  it  commit 
the  FAA  to  any  course  of  action. 

The  Withdrawal 

For  the  reasons  stated  above, 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  Docket  No.  78-CE-l-AD 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  16, 1978  (43  FR  6805),  is  hereby 
withdrawn. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c);  and  14 
CFR  11.65)) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
Notice  of  Withdrawal  involves  a  rulemaking 
action  which:  (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“significant  rule”  under  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979); 
(3)  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  because  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal;  and  (4)  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the  criteria  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  June  19, 
1981. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19147  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-SO-38) 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Transition  Area, 
Springfield,  Tenn. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  will 
designate  the  Springfield,  Tennessee, 
Transition  Area.  A  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  has  been  developed 
for  the  Springfield  Municipal  Airport. 
Controlled  airspace  is  required  to 
protect  Instrument  Flight  Rule  (IFR) 


operations  and  must  be  designated 
before  IFR  flight  procedures  can  become 
effective. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before:  August  15, 1981. 
addresses:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Attn: 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch,  ASO-530,  P.O.  Box  20636. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30320 
The  official  public  docket  will  be 
available  for  examination  in  the  office 
of  the  regional  counsel,  room  652,  3400 
Norman  Berry  Drive,  East  Point, 
Georgia  30344,  telephone:  (404)  763- 
7646. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320: 
telephone  (404)  763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
August  15, 1981,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  public  contact  with 
FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the  public, 
regulatory  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch  (ASO- 
530),  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320,  or  by 
calling  (404)  763-7646.  Communications 
must  identify  the  noticq  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 
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The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  71)  to  designate  the  Springfield, 
Tennessee,  700-foot  Transition  Area. 

This  action  will  provide  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  the  NDB  RWY  21  standard 
instrument  approach  procedure  at  the 
Springfield  Municipal  Airport.  The 
Needmore  NBD  (nonfederal, 
nondirectional  radio  beacon),  which  will 
support  the  approach  procedure,  is 
proposed  for  establishment  in 
conjunction  with  the  designation  of  the 
Transition  Area.  If  the  proposed 
designation  is  acceptable,  the  airport 
operating  status  will  be  changed  from 
VFR  to  IFR. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (46  FR  540),  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  71)  by  adding  the  following 
description: 

Springfield,  Tennessee 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Springfield  Municipal  Airport  (Lat. 
36°32'20"N.,  Long.  86<,55'10''W.). 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
regulations  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore,  (1)  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
significant  rule  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation 
as  the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal; 
(4)  is  appropriate  to  have  a  comment 
period  of  less  than  45  days;  and  (5)  at 
promulgation  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

This  proposed  amendment  involves 
only  a  small  alteration  of  navigable 
airspace  and  air  traffic  control 
procedures  over  a  limited  area. 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June  19, 
1981. 

George  R.  LaCaillo, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19146  Filed  7-1-fll;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Ch.  1 

[Docket  No.  21222,  Petition  Notice  No.  PR 
81-6A] 

Petition  for  Rulemaking  of  Air  Line 
Pilots  Association  (ALPA);  Reopening 
of  Comment  Period 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  reopening  of  comment 
period. 

summary:  This  notice  reopens  the 
period  for  submission  of  public 
comments  on  the  Air  Line  Pilots 
Association  (ALPA)  petition  relating  to 
water  survival  until  July  30, 1981.  This 
action  is  in  response  to  a  petition 
indicating  that  the  Aerospace  Industries 
Association  members,  who  are  affected 
by  the  proposed  regulations,  need 
additional  time  in  which  to  prepare  and 
submit  their  comments. 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  ALPA  petition 
contained  in  Notice  81-6  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  30, 1981. 
addresses:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
may  be  mailed  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-204),  Docket  No.  21222;  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  or  be  delivered 
in  duplicate  to:  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591. 

Comments  delivered  must  be  marked: 
Docket  No.  21222.  Comments  may  be 
inspected  at  Room  916  between  8:30  a.m. 
and  5:00  p.m. 

The  petition,  any  comments  received, 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-204),  Room  916, 

FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  10A), 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW„ 

Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  P.  Faberman,  Telephone  (202) 
426-3073. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

Petition  Notice  81-6,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  30, 1981  (46 
FR  19245)  the  FAA  published  a  summary 
of  the  ALPA  petition  to  amend  portions 
of  Parts  1,  25, 121  and  129  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  on  water 
survival.  The  original  comment  period 
closed  on  May  29, 1981. 

On  June  1, 1981,  the  Aerospace 
Industries  Association  of  America  (AIA) 
petitioned  for  reopening  of  the  time  for 
comments  on  the  ALPA  portion  of 
Petition  Notice  81-6.  The  petition  states 
that  the  notice  did  not  allow  enough 
time  to  review  the  extensive  material 
provided  by  ALPA  in  support  of  their 
position  of  the  May  29, 1981,  closing 
date  for  comments  on  the  ALPHA 
petition.  To  provide  adequate  time  for 
review,  the  petitioner  requested  that  the 
comment  period  be  extended  for  30 
days. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  this  request 
and  has  determined  that  a  limited 
extension  of  the  comment  period  would 
afford  the  public  an  additional 
opportunity  to  furnish  comments  that 
should  be  considered  in  the 
development  of  the  disposition  of  the 
ALPA  petition.  In  view  of  this,  and 
consistent  with  the  FAA’s  desire  to 
ensure  full  public  participation  in  its 
regulatory  actions,  it  is  concluded  that  it 
is  in  the  public  interest  to  extend  the 
comment  period  to  July  30, 1981. 

Accordingly,  the  comment  period  for 
the  ALPA  portion  of  Petition  Notice  81-6 
is  extended  to  July  30, 1981. 

(Secs.  305,  306,  307,  313(a),  601,  and  1110, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1346, 1347, 1348, 1354(a),  1421  and 
1522);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c):  and  14  CFR  1145  and 
1165)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  June  26, 1981. 
Edward  P.  Faberman, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  Regulations  & 
Enforcement  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19399  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am[ 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
19  CFR  Part  12 

Customs  Regulations  Amendments 
Relating  to  the  Importation  of  Certain 
Fresh,  Chilled,  or  Frozen  Beef 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 

Treasury. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979  made  numerous  changes  to  various 
provisions  of  law  presently 
administered  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
Customs  Service.  One  of  those  changes 
relates  to  the  importation  of  certain 
fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  beef.  This 
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document  proposes  to  add  a  new  section 
to  the  Customs  Regulations  to  require  a 
certification,  by  an  official  of  the 
exporting  country,  stating  that  certain 
fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  beef  meets  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  specifications 
for  high-quality  beef. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  August  3, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  Attention:  Regulations  and 
Information  Division,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Room  2426,  Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harrison  C.  Feese,  Duty  Assessment 
Division,  Office  of  Trade  Operations, 

U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229 
(202-566-8651). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

The  Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1979, 
Pub.  L.  96-39,  93  Stat.  144  (the  “Act”) 
made  numerous  changes  to  various 
provisions  of  law  administered  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  the  Customs  Service. 

Title  V  of  the  Act  provides  for  the 
implementation  of  certain  tariff 
concessions  negotiated  in  the 
Multilateral  Trade  Negotiations 
("MTN”).  Section  506  of  Title  V 
amended  Schedule  1,  part  2,  subpart  B, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(“TSUS"),  by  deleting  item  107.60  and 
inserting  items  107.61, 107.62,  and  107.63, 
relating  to  certain  fresh,  chilled,  or 
frozen  beef. 

Prior  to  the  Act,  fresh,  chilled,  or 
frozen  beef  and  veal  (except  for 
sausage)  valued  over  30  cents  per  pound 
were  classified  under  TSUS  item  107.60. 
The  rate  of  duty  was  10  percent  ad 
valorem.  Before  the  Act,  portion  control 
cuts  from  Canada  were  entered  under 
TSUS  item  107.60,  which  was  not 
covered  by  the  Meat  Import  Act  (Pub.  L. 
88-482, 19  U.S.C.  1202).  Section  506  of 
the  Act  created  a  separate  tariff 
classification  for  portion  control  cuts 
meeting  high-quality  U.S.  specifications. 
Section  704  of  the  Act  includes  this  new 
tariff  classification  in  the  coverage  of 
the  Meat  Import  Act. 

In  bilateral  negotiations  with  Canada, 
the  United  States  agreed  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  high-quality  portion  control  cuts 
of  beef  from  10  percent  to  4  percent  ad 
valorem  on  condition  that  (1)  the 
concession  apply  only  to  portion  control 
cuts  which  meet  high-quality 
specifications  (7  CFR  2853.106(a)  and 
(b))  and  (2)  meat  entering  under  the 
concession  would  be  counted  against 
the  exporter’s  allocation  under  the  U.S. 
Meat  Import  Program. 


Under  the  provisions  of  new  TSUS 
item  107.61,  a  certification  is  required 
from  an  official  of  the  exporting  country 
prior  to  exportation  stating  that  the 
fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  beef  meets  the 
specifications  for  high  quality  beef 
contained  in  regulations  issued  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (7  CFR 
2853.106  (a)  and  (b)).  The  certification  is 
to  be  in  a  form  required  by  regulations 
issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  This  proposal  was 
developed  as  a  result  of  meetings 
between  personnel  of  Customs  and  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

This  document  proposes  to  amend 
Part  12,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
Part  12),  by  adding  a  new  section  12.9a 
to  require  a  certification,  prior  to 
exportation,  by  an  official  of  the 
exporting  country,  stating  that  the  beef 
meets  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
specifications  for  high-quality  beef  (7 
CFR  2853.106  (a)  and  (b)).  The 
requirements  of  the  proposed  section 
would  be  in  addition  to  those 
requirements  contained  in  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  regulations  in 
9  CFR  327.4  relating  to  meat  inspection 
certifications. 

Authority 

These  amendments  are  proposed 
under  the  authority  of  R.S.  251,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C  66):  section  624,  46 
Stat.  759  (19  U.S.C.  1624);  Pub.  L.  96-39, 
93  Stat.  252. 

Comments 

Before  adopting  this  proposal, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  comments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  that  are  submitted  timely  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs. 
Comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  accordance  with 
section  103.8(b),  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  103.8(b)),  on  regular  business 
days  between  the  hours  of  9:00  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.  at  the  Regulations  and 
Information  Division,  Headquarters,  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  1301  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Room  2426,  Washington, 
D.C.  20229. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  John  E.  Elkins,  regulations  and 
Information  Division,  Office  of 
Regulations  and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs 
Service.  However,  personnel  from  other 
Customs  offices  participated  in  its 
development. 

Executive  Order  12291 

The  proposed  regulation  is  not  a 
major  regulation  as  defined  in  section 
1(b)  of  E.0. 12291.  Accordingly,  a 


regulatory  impact  analysis  is  not 
required. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  provisions  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  relating  to  an  initial  and 
final  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  (5 
U.S.C.  603,  604)  are  not  applicable  to  this 
proposal  because  the  rule,  if 
promulgated,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Any  economic 
impact  flows  directly  from  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  and  not  the 
proposed  implementing  regulations.  The 
proposal  is  not  expected  to;  have 
significant  secondary  or  incidental 
effects  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities;  impose,  or  otherwise  cause,  a 
significant  increase  in  the  reporting, 
recordkeeping,  or  other  compliance 
burdens  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities;  or  generate  significant 
interest  or  attention  from  entities 
through  comments,  either  formal  or 
informal. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  certified 
under  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
605(b))  that  the  rule,  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

Proposed  Amendments 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  12, 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  Part  12).  in 
the  following  manner: 

PART  12— SPECIAL  CLASSES  OF 
MERCHANDISE 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  12  by 
adding  a  new  section  12.9a  and  heading 
to  read  as  follows: 

Certain  Fresh,  Chilled,  or  Frozen  Beef 
§  12.9a  Certification. 

The  foreign  official's  meat-inspection 
certificate  required  by  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  regulations  (9  CFR  327.41 
shall  be  modified  to  include  the 
following  certification  when  fresh, 
chilled,  or  frozen  beef  is  to  be  entered 
under  the  provisions  of  item  107.61, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS).  The  certification  shall  be  made, 
prior  to  exportation  of  the  beef,  by  an 
official  of  the  government  of  the 
exporting  country.  The  requirements  of 
this  section  shall  be  in  addition  to  those 
requirements  contained  in  9  CFR  327.4. 
Appropriate  officials  of  the  exporting 
country  should  consult  with  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  to  the  beef 
grades  or  standards  within  their  country 
that  satisfy  the  certification 
requirement.  Exporters  or  importers  of 
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beef  to  be  entered  under  the  provisions 
of  item  107.61,  TSUS,  should  consult 
with  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
prior  to  exportation  in  order  to  insure 
that  the  beef  will  satisfy  the  certification 
requirements.  This  certification  is 
relevant  only  to  U.S.  Customs  tariff 
classification  and  is  not  applicable  to 
marketing  of  beef  under  U.S. 

Department  of  Agriculture  grading 
standards,  a  matter  within  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture’s  jurisdiction. 

Certification 

I  hereby  certify  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief  that  the  herein 
described  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  beef, 
meets  the  specifications  for  high-quality 
beef  prescribed  in  regulations  issued  by 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (7 
CFR  2853.106  (a)  and  (b)). 

William  T.  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  25, 1981. 

John  P.  Simpson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19565  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4180-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  117 
[CGD  80-032] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Newark  Bay,  Passaic  and  Hackensack 
Rivers,  NJ 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is 
withdrawing  an  advance  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  concerning 
changes  to  the  operation  regulations  for 
the  Union  Avenue,  Clay  Street,  Bridge 
Street  and  Jackson  Street  drawbridges 
across  the  Passaic  River,  New  Jersey. 
The  Coast  Guard  is  terminating  this 
action  because  of  substantial  opposition 
from  navigation  interests. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Drawbridge 
Regulations  Branch  (G-NBR/14),  Room 
1414,  Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  2100 
Second  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20593  (202-426-0942). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Coast  Guard  published  an  advance 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  14, 1980  (45  FR 
25082),  concerning  changes  to  the 
regulations  for  the  following 
drawbridges  across  the  Passaic  River: 


Union  Avenue,  mile  13.2;  Clay  Street, 
mile  6.0;  Bridge  Street,  mile  5.6;  and 
Jackson  Street,  mile  4.6.  Owing  to 
substantial  opposition  from  navigation 
interests,  the  Coast  Guard  is  terminating 
rulemaking  action  for  the  Clay  Street, 
Bridge  Street,  and  Jackson  Street 
bridges.  Further  rulemaking  will  be 
considered  to  restrict  the  operating 
hours  of  the  Union  Avenue  bridge.  There 
is  only  one  commercial  facility  above 
this  bridge  presently  known  to  be 
serviced  by  navigation,  reducing  the 
need  for  vessels  to  pass  through  at  all 
hours  of  the  day.  A  statement  in  the 
final  rules  for  Hackensack  and  Passaic 
River  drawbridges  published  on 
November  6, 1980  (45  FR  73653)  implying 
that  rulemaking  was  being  terminated 
for  all  four  bridges  should  be 
disregarded.  A  rulemaking  concerning 
the  Union  Street  bridge  will  be 
published  separately  in  the  future. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
docketed  as  (CGD  80-032)  published  on 
April  14, 1980  (45  FR  25082)  is 
withdrawn. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)(2), 
80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  409, 49  U.S.C. 

1655(g)(2);  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5)) 

Dated:  May  11, 1981. 

Peter  J.  Rots, 

Captain,  Coast  Guard,  Acting  Chief,  Office  of 
Navigation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19585  Filed  7-1-81;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


POSTAL  SERVICE 
39  CFR  Part  111 

Preparation  Requirements  for  Third- 
Class  5-Digit  ZIP  Code  Presorted  Mail 

agency:  Postal  Service. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  In  order  to  relieve  a 
significant  increase  in  sack  workload  at 
the  Bulk  Mail  Centers  (BMCs),  the  Postal 
Service  proposes  to  amend  regulations 
in  the  Domestic  Mail  Manual  governing 
the  preparation  of  third-class  bulk  mail 
sent  at  the  5-digit  ZIP  Code  presort  level 
rate.  In  general,  the  proposal  would 
raise  the  minimum  quantities  and 
change  preparation  requirements  for 
eligibility  for  the  bulk  third-class  5-digit 
presort  rate  as  follows: 

(1)  For  destinations  other  than  unique 
3-digit  ZIP  Code  cities,  the  minimum 
sack  quantity  would  be  raised  from  the 
current  10  pieces  to  50  pieces  or  15 
pounds  to  a  single  5-digit  ZIP  Code 
destination,  in  a  5-digit  ZIP  Code  sack; 

(2)  For  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code  city 
destinations  (codes  not  shared  with 


other  offices),  separate  packages  of  at 
least  10  pieces  of  mail  to  the  same  5- 
digit  ZIP  Code  within  that  3-digit  city 
may  be  combined  with  other  such 
packages  for  other  5-digit  codes  within 
the  same  city  to  meet  the  50  piece  or  15 
pound  minimum,  in  a  unique  3-digit 
multi-code  city  sack.  However, 
quantities  in  excess  of  50  pieces  or  15 
pounds  for  a  single  5-digit  ZIP  Code 
within  the  3-digit  unique  coded  city  must 
be  separately  prepared  in  a  five-digit 
sack. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
directed  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Mail 
Classification,  Rates  and  Classification 
Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20260.  Copies  of  all 
written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  photocopying 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  in  Room  8228,  U.S. 

Postal  Service  Headquarters,  475 
L’Enfant  Plaza  West,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Don  Mumma  of  the  Office  of  Mail 
Classification,  202/245-4353. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

Historically,  preparation  requirements 
for  second-  and  third-class  mail  were 
stated  in  terms  of  pieces  per  bundle  (or 
package)  and  percentage  (recently  one- 
third)  of  a  full  sack.  Mailers  were 
required  to  prepare  sacks  at  a  specified 
level  of  presort  whenever  they  mailed  at 
least  the  minimum  specified  volume. 
These  requirements  were  developed 
prior  to  the  introduction  of  different 
price  levels  for  different  levels  of  presort 
within  second-  and  third-class  mail. 

The  May  19, 1978  Decision  of  the 
Governors  of  the  Postal  Service  revised 
the  rate  structure  for  second-class  mail 
to  include  separate  rates  for  carrier 
route  presort,  city  presort,  and  all  other 
second-class  categories.  Following  these 
changes,  mailers  raised  significant 
issues  regarding  our  traditional  mail 
preparation  requirements  based  upon 
sacks  Vs  full.  In  1979,  a  joint  Postal 
Service/mailer  Alternate  Delivery  Task 
Force  recommended  that  the  Postal 
Service  abandon  the  Vs  of  a  sack 
requirement  to  allow  mailers  to  take 
advantage  of  the  presort  rate  incentives 
for  smaller  amounts  of  mail. 

After  extensive  deliberations  and  the 
consideration  of  comments  received 
upon  publication  of  proposals  in  the 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  44895,  July  31, 
1979),  the  Postal  Service  issued  parallel 
revised  sacking  instructions  for  second- 
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class  and  third-class  mail  in  October  of 
1979  (44  FR  60727,  October  22, 1979). 
These  instructions  replaced  the  previous 
Vh  of  a  sack  criterion  with  a  criterion 
based  on  the  number  of  packages  pe^ 
sack,  and  granted  mailers  the  latitude  to 
presort  to  finer  levels  than  were 
required  where  it  was  to  their  economic 
advantage. 

At  the  time  these  regulations  were  put 
into  effect  the  Postal  Service  did  not 
anticipate  that  significant  problems  in 
operations  would  result  from  changes  in 
mailer  practice  in  response  to  the 
reforms.  While  the  Postal  Service 
expected  an  increase  in  small  amounts 
of  mail  in  sacks  among  second-class 
carrier  route  mailers,  it  did  not  expect 
this  impact  to  be  burdensome.  At  the 
time,  particularly  since  there  were  no 
significant  third-class  rate  incentives 
other  than  for  the  carrier  route  level,  no 
significant  impact  was  expected  for 
third-class. 

Subsequently,  studies  were  prepared 
of  the  impact  experienced  in  second- 
class  mail.  These  studies  showed  a 
limited  cost  effect,  at  most,  as  a  result  of 
changes  in  mail  preparation  practices  in 
response  to  the  new  rate  structure  and 
revised  sacking  provisions. 

The  March  10, 1981  Decision  of  the 
Governors  established  three-tier  rates 
for  third-class  mail.  Separate  rates  were 
established  for  carrier  route  presorted 
mail,  five-digit  presorted  mail,  and  all 
other  bulk  third-class  mail. 

Implementing  instructions  for  these 
rates  continued  the  latitude  established 
in  1979  for  mailers  to  receive  the  rate 
discount  for  5-digit  presort-rate  mail 
prepared  in  quantities  of  as  little  as  10 
pieces  per  sack  for  the  same  ZIP  Code. 

II.  Resulting  Problems 

At  the  time  the  regulations  were 
issued  for  preparation  of  third-class  mail 
to  obtain  the  five-digit  presort  rate, 
some  mailers  raised  questions  regarding 
the  Postal  Service’s  ability  to  provide 
the  necessary  sacks  and  process  the 
resulting  volumes.  Based  upon  the 
experience  with  second-class,  the  Postal 
Service  did  not  anticipate  a  significant 
shift  in  mailer  practice  once  mailers  had 
gone  through  a  shake-down  period  to 
determine,  from  their  standpoint,  the 
economics  of  preparing  third-class  mail 
for  finer  levels  of  presort  than  the 
required  minimum.  As  a  result  of  the 
mailer  inquiries  and  questions,  however, 
the  Postal  Service  has  been  monitoring 
both  mailer  sack  usage  and  the  Postal 
Service  sack-sorting  workload  in  the 
Bulk  Mail  Centers  (BMCs).  For 
contingencies,  third-class  mail 
preparation  waiver  procedures  were 
established  for  use  in  the  event  that  the 
Postal  Service  did  experience  severe 


sack  shortages  and  proved  unable  to 
accommodate  the  requirements  of 
mailers  for  the  sacks  needed  to  prepare 
their  mailings. 

After  an  initial  period  of  experience 
with  the  new  regulations,  it  became 
apparent  to  the  Postal  Service  that  the 
workload  within  the  Bulk  Mail  Centers 
had  changed  significantly  since  the 
implementation  of  the  new  third-class 
rate  structure.  BMCs  were  experiencing 
an  increase  in  sack  sorting  volume  at  a 
time  when  normally  those  facilities 
would  be  experiencing  a  seasonal 
decline.  Problems  of  severe  sack 
shortages  and  inability  to  supply  sacks 
to  mailers  were  not  as  severe  as  some 
mailers  had  feared.  While  sack  supplies 
remain  tight,  for  the  most  part  the  Postal 
Service  has  been  successful  in  providing 
sacks  to  mailers  on  their  required 
schedule. 

The  Postal  Service  has  concluded  that 
the  most  severe  of  the  problems  is  the 
significant  increase  in  sack  workload  at 
the  BMCs.  In  fact,  this  spring  a  number, 
of  BMCs  were  operating  above  their 
usual  facility  capacity  at  a  time  when 
volume  would  normally  be  dropping  off. 
In  addition  to  potential  service  impacts, 
this  was  also  resulting  in  use  of  less 
efficient  manual  handling  procedures  for 
excess  volume.  Considering  the  normal 
seasonal  growth  between  that  time 
period  and  the  fall  of  the  year  (which  is 
a  heavy  third-class  mailing  season),  the 
Postal  Service  has  been  concerned  as  to 
the  ability  of  the  BMCs  to  process  the 
anticipated  seasonal  peak-period 
volumes  efficiently. 

As  a  result  of  this  concern,  the  Postal 
Service  undertook  a  number  of  informal 
observations  at  BMCs  to  identify  the 
factors  which  were  contributing  to  the 
significant  increase  in  the  sack 
workload.  This  review  indicated  that 
“skin”  third-class  five-digit  sacks  (those 
less  than  Va  full)  represented  a 
significant  proportion  of  the  total  sack- 
sorter  workload  and  over  one-third  of 
the  third-class  volume  presented  to  the 
sack-sorters  for  sorting.  The  growth  in 
“skin  sacks”  seems  attributable  to  the 
recent  changes  in  the  third-class  rate 
structure,  since  there  previously  was  no 
economic  reason  for  a  third-class  mailer 
to  prepare  mail  in  this  fashion. 

Based  on  these  observations  and 
management  concern  that  without  some 
action  BMCs  would  not  be  able  to 
process  anticipated  mail  volumes 
satisfactorily  in  the  fall  of  this  year, 
Postal  Service  managers  met  with  a 
number  of  third-class  mailers  to 
determine  if  their  assessment  of  the 
situation  matched  ours.  We  also  sought 
to  ascertain  whether  what  we  were 
experiencing  reflected  a  shake-down 
period  within  the  mailing  industry  so 


that  we  could  anticipate  a  change  in  the 
mailer  reaction  to  economics  of  the 
third-class  rate  situation  over  the 
coming  months  in  a  manner  which 
would  alleviate  the  problems  currently 
being  experienced.  The  mailing  industry 
representatives  generally  indicated  they 
did  not  feel  a  further  economic  shake- 
down  period  would  significantly  modify 
the  experience  we  were  now  having  due 
to  the  basic  market  forces  within  their 
industry. 

III.  Alternative  Solutions 

Given  this  continuing  problem  and 
indications  from  the  mailing  industry 
that  no  relief  was  in  sight  as  a  result  of 
changes  in  their  basic  practice,  the 
Postal  Service  has  concluded  that  it  is 
now  necessary  to  take  action  to  remedy 
the  situation  through  modifications  to 
the  preparation  requirements  for  this 
mail.  This  action  was  necessitated  by 
the  significant  increase  in  “skin  sacks.” 
the  potential  adverse  affect  on  overall 
processing  cost  in  the  Postal  Service, 
and  the  potential  for  the  problem  to 
interfere  with  the  Postal  Service’s  ability 
to  provide  reasonable  and  effective 
service  for  this  mail. 

Looking  toward  solutions  of  the 
workload  problem,  the  Postal  Service 
conducted  additional  reviews  to 
determine  more  about  the 
characteristics  of  the  "skin  sacks"  being 
processed.  Observations  were  made  at 
several  BMCs  to  identify  and  evaluate 
the  contents  of  "skin  sacks"  of  third- 
class  mail  presorted  to  5-digit  ZIP  Code. 
These  reviews  revealed  that 
approximately  60  percent  of  those  sacks 
contained  one  5-digit  code  package  of 
mail  (minimum  of  10  pieces);  and  95 
percent  of  the  skin  sack  volume  was 
accounted  for  by  sacks  containing  6  or 
less  packages. 

From  these  estimates,  it  was  apparent 
that  a  significant  portion  of  the  “skin 
sack”  problem  could  be  alleviated  if 
changes  were  made  to  eliminate  the 
preparation  of  “skin  sacks"  containing 
extremely  small  package  quantities 
since  these  accounted  for  so  much  of  the 
"skin  sack”  distribution. 

The  Postal  Service  looked  at  a  number 
of  alternatives  which  could  contribute 
significantly  to  alleviating  the  “skin 
sack”  problem.  Two  general  approaches 
were  identified.  First,  consideration  was 
given  to  altering  the  preparation 
requirements  to  qualify  for  the  five-digit 
rate  incentives  without  altering  the 
basic  10-piece  minimum  eligibility 
requirement.  Second,  alternatives  were 
considered  which  required  the  Postal 
Service  to  raise  the  minimum  eligibility 
from  10  pieces  to  some  higher  level.  In 
considering  these  alternatives,  the 
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Postal  Service  sought  to  find  an 
alternative  which  would,  contribute 
significantly  to  alleviating  the  Postal 
Service’s  current  and  potential  cost  and 
operating  problems  resulting  from  the 
"skin  sacks,”  while  preserving  as  much 
latitude  for  mailers  to  qualify  for  the  5- 
digit  rate  as  possible. 

Changes  to  Preparation  Requirements 

The  Postal  Service  considered  a 
number  of  possible  changes  to  the 
requirements  for  preparation  of  mail  in 
connection  with  the  5-digit  presort  rate. 

Consideration  was  given  to  allowing 
the  5-digit  presort  rate  for  5-digit 
packages  in  3-digit  sacks.  The  Postal 
Service  concluded  that  this  alternative 
could  not  be  offered  to  mailers  because 
it  would  result  in  the  incurrence  of 
package-handling  costs  at  sectional 
center  facilities  which  were  not  planned 
for  in  the  structure  of  the  basic  rate  and 
are  not  within  the  intent  of  the  basic 
classification. 

As  part  of  its  review,  the  Postal 
Service  also  looked  at  that  part  of  the  3- 
digit  sack  preparation  which  related  to 
the  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code  cities.  In  this 
consideration,  the  feasibility  of  allowing 
the  5-digit  rate  on  mail  prepared  in 
unique  3-digit  sacks  for  these  cities  was 
considered.  Review  of  field  operations 
indicated  that  within  these  cities  sorting 
of  the  mail  to  the  carrier  is  normally 
performed  at  the  main  post  office. 
Generally,  this  means  that  5-digit 
prepared  sacks  and  3-digit  prepared 
sacks  are  opened  within  the  same 
operation  and  packages  are  distributed 
to  the  incoming  secondary  sorting 
operation  to  carriers  from  the  same 
point.  Where  this  is  occurring,  there  is 
very  limited  additional  benefit  to  the 
Postal  Service  in  5-digit  sack 
preparation.  Occasionally,  5-digit  sacks 
may  provide  some  advantage  over  the 
unique  3-digit  city  sacks,  since  incoming 
secondary  sorting  could  be 
decentralized  to  stations  and  branches 
for  workload  leveling.  However,  sacking 
latitude  for  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code  city 
sacks  would  be  consistent  with  similar 
latitude  permitted  for  second-class  mail 
as  part  of  the  initial  classification  for 
that  mail.  Taking  all  of  these  factors  into 
consideration,  the  Postal  Service  felt 
that  it  was  feasible  to  allow  a 
modification  in  the  preparation 
requirements  for  mail  destined  to  the 
unique  3-digit  cities. 

Consideration  was  also  given  to 
allowing  mail  for  smaller,  non-unique  3- 
digit  multicoded  cities  to  be  combined  in 
a  sack  and  obtain  the  5-digit  rate.  This 
alternative  was  not  considered  to  be 
economically  practical- There  are 
administrative  difficulties  in' verifying 
the  make-up  of  mail  in  these  multi  ZIP 


Code  cities  which  are  not  unique  3-digit 
cities.  The  number  and  combination  of 
5-digit  ZIP  Codes  varies  for  multi  ZIP 
Code  cities.  New  5-digit  ZIP  Codes  are 
added  depending  on  local  growth 
factors  and  post  office  operational 
changes.  Changes  in  the  list  of  these 
multi  ZIP  Code  cities,  including  changes 
in  the  range  of  codes  assigned  to 
particular  cities,  tend  to  occur 
frequently.  In  checking  such  mail  for 
proper  make-up,  postal  acceptance 
clerks  would  be  required  to  have  special 
knowledge  of  the  5-digit  ZIP  Code  for 
each  of  these  cities  or  refer  to  special 
charts.  This  would  substantially 
increase  postal  acceptance  and 
verification  time  and  resources.  In 
addition,  mailers,  many  of  whom  use 
computer  programs  to  sort  their  mailings 
by  ZIP  Codes,  would  have  to  use  special 
programming,  with  continuous  revisions, 
to  sort  to  these  cities.  Since  the  unique 
3-digit  cities  remain  largely  constant 
with  infrequent  additions,  the  same  type 
of  programming  problems  do  not  exist 
for  them.  Moreover,  in  many  of  the 
smaller  offices,  particularly  where  there 
are  more  than  2  ZIP  Codes,  there  is  an 
operating  benefit  being  achieved  as  a 
result  of  the  separate  sacking. 

As  a  result  of  these  considerations, 
the  Postal  Service  feels  that  some 
latitude  can  be  granted  in  preparation  of 
5-digit  mail  for  unique  3-digit  cities. 
Comments  from  the  mailing  industry 
indicate  that  although  this  change  by 
itself  would  contribute  somewhat  to  a 
reduction  in  the  "skin  sack”  problem, 
the  reduction  would  not  be  of  sufficient 
magnitude  to  alleviate  the  problem. 

Increases  to  Minimum  5-Digit  Volume 

Since  isolated  changes  to  preparation 
requirements  did  not  appear  to  provide 
an  adequate  solution  to  the  problem,  the 
Postal  Service  felt  it  necessary  to  look  at 
increasing  the  minimum  volume  a  mailer 
must  have  to  qualify  for  the  discount 
from  the  10-piece  level  to  some  higher 
level. 

Initial  consideration  was  given  to 
establishing  this  minimum  in  terms  of  a 
number  of  packages  since  the  basic 
sacking  requirements  are  stated  in  terms 
of  a  number  of  packages.  However,  after 
initial  consideration  it  was  determined 
that  establishing  a  minimum  in  terms  of 
a  number  of  packages  could  lead  to 
irrational  mail  preparation  behavior  on 
the  part  of  mailers  in  order  to  take 
advantage  of  the  5-digit  rate.  For 
example,  a  normal  package,  as  prepared 
by  a  mailer,  might  contain  30  pieces.  If  a 
minimum  package  requirement  was  set 
at  3  packages  to  participate  in  the  5-digit 
rate,  it  would  be  possible  that  mailers 
with  as  few  as  30  pieces  would  prepare 
3 10-piece  packages  instead  of  preparing 


the  one  30-piece  package.  This  would 
lead  to  additional  unnecessary  handling 
for  the  Postal  Service  and  inefficient 
preparation  practices  for  the  mailer.  As 
a  result  of  this  illogical  condition,  the 
Postal  Service  determined  that  any 
minimum  would  have  to  be  established 
in  terms  of  some  mail  unit  type  of 
measurement  such  as  pieces  or  weight 
rather  than  in  terms  of  packages. 

In  order  to  evaluate  such  policies,  the 
Postal  Service  conducted  additional 
limited  sampling  to  determine  the 
preparation  practices  of  mailers  who 
were  preparing  1-,  2-,  and  3-package 
sacks.  The  purpose  of  this  review  was  to 
develop  the  information  necessary  to 
judge  the  effectiveness  of  various  piece 
minimums  in  terms  of  impact  on  various 
package  level  sacks.  These  observations 
indicated  that  piece  limits  below  the  50- 
piece  level  would  reduce  the  amount  of 
1-package  sacks  but  have  relatively 
little  impact  on  2-  and  3-package  sacks. 
For  example,  the  estimated  overall 
reduction  in  the  "skin  sack”  problem  at 
the  30  piece  level  was  only  about  50 
percent.  Since  they  did  not  provide 
sufficient  relief,  piece  limits  below  the 
50  piece  level  were  eliminated  as 
alternatives.  At  the  50-piece  level,  the 
estimates  indicated  an  approximately 
90-percent  elimination  of  1-package 
sacks,  and  an  overall  70-percent 
reduction  in  the  "skin  sack”  problem.  A 
100-piece  minimum  policy  was  also 
considered.  At  the  100-piece  level, the 
reduction  in  1-package  sacks  was 
approximately  95  percent  and  the 
overall  impact  was  approximately  80 
percent  elimination  of  “skin  sacks.” 

In  considering  these  various  piece 
minimums,  the  Postal  Service  was 
aware  that  any  increase  in  the  piece 
minimum  would  have  an  impact  on  the 
flexibility  of  mailers  and  their  ability  to 
take  advantage  of  5-digit  rates  without  a 
change  to  their  basic  mailing  practices. 
Consistent  with  its  intent  not  to  alter 
mailer  flexibility  any  more  than  was 
necessary  to  alleviate  the  problems,  the 
Postal  Service  concluded  that  the 
additional  benefit  of  a  100-piece  policy 
compared  to  a  50-piece  policy  did  not 
warrant  the  additional  level  of 
constraint  that  would  result  for  mailers. 
Therefore,  the  Postal  Service  concluded 
that  the  sacking  minimum  should  be 
proposed  at  the  50-piece  minimum  level. 

The  Postal  Service  then  considered 
the  impact  of  a  50-piece  minimum  on 
various  types  of  mailers.  While  a  50- 
piece  minimum  for  a  mailer  of  letter- 
type  material  would  be  reasonable,  for  a 
mailer  of  heavier  weight  third-class 
material  this  minimum  could  effectively 
rule  out  participation  in  the  5-digit  rate. 
This  seemed  unreasonable  since,  due  to 
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the  mass  of  his  mail  piece,  50  pieces 
might  well  be  substantially  more  than 
the  quantity  necessary  to  provide  for 
efficient  sack  handling  in  the  Postal 
Service.  As  a  result  of  this  concern,  the 
Postal  Service  elected  to  propose  a 
weight  alternative  to  the  piece  minimum. 
After  considering  a  number  of  factors, 
the  Postal  Service  determined  to 
propose  this  weight  alternative  at  the  15- 
pound  level.  The  15-pound  level  roughly 
corresponds  to  the  weight  of  50  pieces  at 
the  breakpoint  in  the  rate  schedule 
between  per-piece  and  weight  rates.  If 
the  weight  limit  were  established  below 
15  pounds,  an  artificial  incentive  would 
be  created  for  mailers  to  enlarge  the 
mailing  piece  at  no  additional  postage  in 
the  per-piece  fate  in  order  to  take 
advantage  of  the  5-digit  rates  to  areas 
with  less  dense  mailings. 

IV.  Recommended  Changes 


mail  to  the  same  5-digit  ZIP  Code  in 
order  to  be  eligible  for  the  5-digit  presort 
level  rate.  Exception:  mailers  may 
commingle  different  5-digit  packages  of 
10-50  pieces  in  sacks  for  unique  3-digit 
multi-ZIP  Code  cities  listed  in  Exhibit 
122.634  providing: 

(1)  Each  sack  contains  at  least  50 
pieces  or  15  pounds  of  mail,  and 

(2)  No  3-digit  city  packages  are 
included  in  the  sack,  and 

(3)  50  pieces  or  15  pounds  of  mail  for  a 
single  5-digit  ZIP  Code  (within  the 
unique  3-digit  city)  must  be  sacked 
separately. 

***** 

PART  660— PREPARATION 
REQUIREMENTS 

In  667.4,  revise  .42  to  read  as  follows: 

667.4  Preparation  Requirements  for  Five- 
Digit  Presort  Level  Rate. 
***'** 

.42  Sacking.  All  qualifying  packages 
of  10  or  more  pieces  must  be  placed  in  a 
sack.  Each  sack  must  contain  at  least  50 
pieces  or  15  pounds  of  mail.  Sacks  may 
be  prepared  in  one  of  two  ways,  as 
follows: 

(1)  If  there  are  50  pieces  or  15  pounds 
of  mail  to  a  single  5-digit  ZIP  Code 
destination,  they  must  be  placed  in  a  5- 
digit  sack.  Five-digit  sacks  containing 
less  than  50  pieces  or  15  pounds  may  not 
be  made.  The  sack  must  be  labeled  in 
the  following  manner: 

Line  1:  City,  State  and  5-Digit  ZIP 
Code  Destination. 

Line  2:  Contents. 

Line  3:  Office  of  Mailing. 

Sample: 

ARLINGTON,  VA  22202 

3C  LTRS 

BOSTON,  MA  021 

(2)  If  a  mailer  has  less  than  50  pieces 
or  15  pounds  to  the  same  5-digit  ZIP 
Code,  and  if  that  5-digit  ZIP  Code  is 
included  in  a  unique  3-digit  multi-coded 
city  listed  in  Exhibit  122.634,  packages 
of  that  mail  may  be  included  in  a  sack 
containing  other  5-digit  packages  within 
the  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code  city.  Each 
sack  must  contain  at  least  50  pieces  or 
15  pounds  of  5-digit  presorted  mail.  No 
3-digit  city  packages  may  be  included  in 
the  sack.  The  sack  must  be  labeled  in 
the  following  manner: 

Line  1:  City,  State  and  unique  3-digit 
city  ZIP  Code. 

Line  2:  Contents — 5-Digit  Pkgs. 

Line  3:  Office  of  mailing. 

Sample: 

SPOKANE,  WA  992 

3C  LTRS— 5-Digit  Pkgs 

Boston,  MA  021 
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An  appropriate  amendment  to  39  CFR 
111.3  to  reflect  these  changes  will  be 
published  if  the  proposal  is  adopted. 

(39  U.S.C.  401,  403.  404) 

Fred  Eggleston, 

Assistant  General  Counsel,  Legislative 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19635  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7710-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  180 

IPP  6E1872/P180;  PH-FRL-1 860-1] 

Pyrethrins  and  Synergist  Piperonyl 
Butoxide;  Proposed  Tolerances 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-18537,  appearing  on 
page  32457,  on  Tuesday,  June  23, 1981, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  In  the  second  column,  in  the  sixth 
line  of  the  “SUMMARY"  statement 
“Interregional  Project"  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “Interregional 
Research  Project". 

(2)  Also  in  the  second  column,  in  the 
sixth  line  of  “SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION"  “6F1872"  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “6E1872". 

BILUNG  CODE  1S0S-01-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-405;  RM-3775) 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  SL  Johns, 
Arizona;  Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  action  proposes  to 
assign  FM  Channel  239  to  St.  Johns. 
Arizona,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed 
by  Plateau  Communications,  Inc.  The 
assignment  would  provide  St.  Johns  with 
a  first  local  aural  service. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25. 1981,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  Hied  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau  (202) 
632-7792. 


After  considering  these  alternatives, 
the  Postal  Service  determined  it  was 
appropriate  to  propose  changes  in  the 
requirements  for  preparation  of  third- 
class  mail  for  the  5-digit  presort  rate  as 
outlined  in  the  summary  section  of  this 
proposed  rule. 

The  Postal  Service  concluded  that 
these  changes  would  provide  sufficient 
relief  to  permit  the  Postal  Service  to 
resume  efficient  processing  of  third- 
class  sacks  within  the  Bulk  Mail  Centers 
and  to  accommodate  within  a 
reasonable  risk  the  seasonal  growth 
expected  in  the  fall.  The  Postal  Service 
concluded  that  while  there  would  be 
some  impact  on  mailers  as  a  result  of 
this  change  every  effort  had  been  to 
minimize  this  impact  consistent  with  the 
goals  of  controlling  cost  and  service  for 
this  mail. 

Accordingly,  although  exempt  from 
the  requirements  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553(b),  (c)) 
regarding  proposed  rulemaking  by  39 
U.S.C.  410(a),  the  Postal  Service  invites 
comment  on  the  following  proposed 
revisions  of  the  Domestic  Mail  Manual, 
which  is  incorporated  by  reference  in 
the  Federal  Register.  See  39  CFR  111.1. 

PART  620— CLASSIFICATION 

In  622.1,  revise  .12  to  read  as  follows: 

622.1  Eligibility. 

***** 

.12  Five-Digit  Presort  Level 

a.  Minimum  Quantity.  Each  mailing 
must  consist  of  at  least  200  pieces  or  50 
pounds  of  mail  presorted  to  5-digit 
destinations.  Each  piece  must  be  part  of 
a  package  of  10  or  more  pieces  to  the 
same  5-digit  ZIP  Code  and  the  package 
must  be  sacked  to  the  same  5-digit  ZIP 
Code.  Each  sack  must  contain  a 
minimum  of  50  pieces  or  15  pounds  of 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (St.  Johns,  Arizona), 
BC  Docket  No.  81-405,  RM-3775. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  26, 1981. 

1.  A  petition  for  rule  making  1  was 
Bled  by  Plateau  Communications,  Inc. 
(“petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 
of  Class  C  FM  Channel  239  to  St.  Johns, 
Arizona,  as  that  community’s  first  FM 
allocation.  The  assignment  can  be  made 
in  compliance  with  the  minimum 
distance  separation  requirements,  and 
petitioner  states  that  it  will  apply  for  the 
channel,  if  assigned. 

2.  St.  Johns  (population  1,320),  the  seat 
of  Apache  County  (population  32,298), 2 
is  located  approximately  27  kilometers 
(170  miles)  northeast  of  Phoenix, 

Arizona.  The  petitioner  states  that  over 
25%  of  the  Indian  population  of  Arizona 
resides  in  Apache  County,  representing 
over  two-thirds  of  its  population,  in 
addition  to  approximately  3,500 
Hispanics  that  reside  there. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  it  has  no  local 
service  at  the  present  time,  and  that  the 
nearest  radio  stations  are  40-50  miles 
from  its  communities.  It  adds  that  the 
proposed  assignment  would  also 
provide  city-grade  service  to  Apache 
County  communities  of  Springerville 
and  Eagar,  which  are  approximately  40 
kilometers  (25  miles)  south  of  St.  Johns. 

4.  Petitioner  has  set  forth  the  requisite 
showings  to  demonstrate  the  need  for  its 
proposed  service  to  St.  Johns. 

5.  Preclusion  Considerations.  The 
assignment  of  Class  C  FM  Channel  239 
to  St.  Johns  will  cause  preclusion  on 
Channel  236  within  65  miles;  Channel 
237A  within  65  miles;  Channel  238 
within  150  miles;  Channel  239  within  180 
miles;  Channel  240A  within  105  miles; 
Channel  241  within  65  miles;  and  on 
Channel  242  within  65  miles.  However, 
petitioner  stated  that  alternate  channels 
are  available  to  the  precluded 
communities  which  contain  a  population 
in  excess  of  1,000. 

6.  Other  Considerations:  Generally, 
when  a  community  of  St.  Johns’  size 
requests  a  Class  C  channel  assignment, 
a  Roanoke  Rapids/Anamosa  showing  is 
required.  But,  since  it  appears  that  a 
Class  C  assignment  will  provide  a 
substantial  first  and/or  second  service, 
based  on  St.  Johns'  insolated  location, 
we  will  waive  that  requirement  in  this 
instance. 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
November  3, 1980,  Report  No.  1254. 

2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


7.  As  the  proposed  assignment  is 
within  304  kilometers  (190  miles]  of  the 
U.S.-Mexico  border,  Mexican 
concurrence  must  be  obtained. 

8.  In  light  of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
FM  channel  assignment  would  provide  a 
first  local  aural  broadcast  service  to  St. 
Johns  and  service  to  surrounding  areas, 
the  Commission  believes  it  appropriate 
to  propose  amending  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  as  follow: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present  Proposed 

St.  Johns,  Arizona . 

.  239 

9.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

10.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

11.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§§  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  46  FR 11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

12.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contract  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time' a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  of  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 


Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-405;  RM-3775] 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proponal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  then 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  Tiled  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 
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assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 


5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  document  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

|KR  Doc.  81-19532  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-406;  RM-37931 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Leone, 
American  Samoa;  Proposed  Changes 
in  Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  proposes  to 
assign  Class  C  Channel  266  to  Leone, 
American  Samoa,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Radio  Samoa,  Ltd.  The 
assignment  would  provide  Leone  with  a 
first  local  FM  service. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 
address:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Leone,  American 
Samoa),  BC  Docket  No.  81-406,  RM- 
3793. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  )une  25, 1981. 

1.  A  petition  for  rule  making  1 2  was 
filed  by  Radio  Samoa,  Ltd. 

("petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 
of  Class  C  Channel  266  to  Leone, 
American  Samoa,  as  that  community’s 
first  FM  allocation.  Petitioner  states  that 
it  will  apply  for  the  channel,  if  assigned 
to  Leone.  No  responses  to  the  petition 
have  been  filed.  The  channel  can  be 
assigned  in  compliance  with  the 
minimum  distance  separation 
requirements  and  applicable  regulations. 

2.  Leone  (population  1,657),*  is  located 
in  Lealataua  County  (population  3,145) 
on  the  Island  of  Tutuila  (population 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given 
November  25, 1980,  Report  No.  1258. 

2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


24,548).  It  is  served  locally  by  one  full¬ 
time  AM  station,  which  is  licensed  to 
the  petitioner. 

3.  Petitioner’s  Engineering  Statement 
indicates  that  at  present,  there  are  no 
FM  broadcast  stations  operating  in 
either  American  or  Western  Samoa,  and 
that  the  closest  operational  one  is 
located  approximately  700  miles  distant 
at  Suva  in  the  Fiji  Islands. 

4.  Petitioner’s  Engineering  Statement 
also  reveals  that  Channel  266  (101.1 
MHz)  is  proposed  for  use  in  American 
Samoa  since  it  is  one  of  the  Class  C 
channels  without  second-harmonic 
conflicts  with  the  television  channels 
utilized  there. 

5.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
FM  channel  assignment  would  provide 
Leone,  American  Samoa,  with  a  first  FM 
and  second  nighttime  aural  broadcast 
service,  the  Commission  believes  it 
appropriate  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present  Proposed 

.  266 

6.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

8.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§  §  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  46  FR 11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  832-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 


(Secs.  4.  303.  48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1066, 1062; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 


Appendix 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-406:  RM-3793J 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i).  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and.  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  hie  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  hied  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  hied  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the  * 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  hie  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 


Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division.  Broadcast 
Bureau. 
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Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19533  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-400;  RM-3787] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Petal, 
Mississippi;  Proposed  Changes  in 
Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  action  proposes  to 
assign  FM  Channel  292A  to  Petal, 
Mississippi,  in  response  to  a  petition 
filed  by  Jerrine  Wilson.  The  assignment 
would  provide  Petal  with  a  first  local 
aural  service. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25, 1981  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  14, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Petal,  Mississippi), 
BC  Docket  No.  81-400,  RM-3787. 

Adopted:  June  18. 1981.  * 

Released:  ]une  26, 1981. 

1.  Petitioner,  Proposal,  Comments,  (a) 
A  petition  for  rule  making  1  was  filed  by 
Jerrine  Wilson  (“petitioner”),  proposing 
the  assignment  of  FM  Channel  292A  to 
Petal,  Mississippi,  as  that  community’s 
first  local  aural  broadcast  service. 

(b)  The  channel  can  be  assigned  to 
Petal,  with  a  site  restriction  to  conform 
with  the  minimum  distance  separation 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
November  10, 1980,  Report  No.  1256. 


requirements  of  §  73.207  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

(c)  Petitioner  states  that  she  will  apply 
for  the  channel,  if  assigned. 

2.  Community  Data. — (a)  Location. 
Petal,  located  in  Forest  County,  is 
approximately  144  Kilometers  (90  miles) 
southeast  of  Jackson  Mississippi. 

(b)  Popluation.  Petal — 6,986;  Forest 
County— 57, 849. 2 

(c)  Local  Aural  Broadcast  Service. 
None. 

3.  Economic  Considerations. 

Petitioner  states  that  Petal  has 
experienced  a  tremendous  growth  in 
population,  and  is  expected  to  continue 
this  trend.  The  community  has  its  own 
local  government  unit  and  municipal 
services.  In  addition  to  several  major 
manufacturers  of  various  products 
operating  in  the  area,  Petal  has  its  own 
educational  institutions,  churches, 
hostelries,  recreational  facilities, 
libraries,  civic  clubs  and  cultural 
attractions.  According  to  petitioner, 

Petal  is  surrounded  by  rich  agricultural 
farm  lands,  forests,  and  has  an 
abundance  of  natural  resources. 
Petitioner  has  submitted  sufficient 
demographic  and  economic  data  to 
demonstrate  the  need  for  a  first  FM 
assignement  to  Petal. 

4.  Technical  Data.  The  transmitter  site 
must  be  located  7.2  kilometers  (4.5 
miles)  east-northeast  of  Petal  to  avoid 
short-spacing  to  Station  WJOJ  (Channel 
292A],  Picayune,  Mississippi. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present  Proposed 

.  292A 

6.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

8.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 


‘Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's  Rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§§  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  46  FR  11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

(BC  Docket  No.  81-400:  RM-3787) 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  thp  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
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comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

0.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.  B1-19534  Filed  7-1-81;  B:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  B712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-404;  RM-3784] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Sidney,  New 
York;  Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  action  proposts  to 
assign  Channel  265A  to  Sidney,  New 
York,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed  by 
Mark  D.  Humphrey.  The  assignment 
would  provide  Sidney  with  a  first  local 
FM  service. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  14, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Sidney,  New  York), 
BC  Docket  No.  81^104,  RM-3784. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  28, 1981. 

1.  A  petition  for  rule  making  1  was 
filed  by  Mark  D.  Humphrey 
(“petitioner”),  requesting  the  assignment 
of  Channel  265A  to  Sidney,  New  York, 
as  that  community’s  first  FM 
assignment.  Petitioner  states  that  he  will 
apply  for  the  channel  if  it  is  assigned  to 
Sidney.  No  responses  to  the  petition 
have  been  filed.  The  channel  can  be 
assigned  to  Sidney  in  compliance  with 
the  minimum  distance  separation 
requirements  of  §  73.207  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  provided  the 
transmitter  site  is  located  approximately 
2  kilometers  (1.2  miles)  southeast  of  that 
community. 

2.  Sidney  (population  4, 789), 3  in 
Delaware  County  (population  44,718),  is 
located  approximately  208  kilometers 
(130  miles)  northwest  of  New  York,  New 
York.  It  currently  has  no  local  aural 
service. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  Sidney  has  a 
central  business  district,  which  includes 
banks  and  a  variety  of  stores.  Several 
diversified  industries  are  located  there, 
one  of  which,  according  to  petitioner, 
employs  approximately  3,000  workers. 
Further,  he  states  that  Sidney’s  excellent 
transportation  facilities  contribute  to  its 
economic  stability.  Petitioner  has 
submitted  sufficient  data  to  demonstrate 
the  need  for  a  first  FM  assignment  to 
Sidney,  New  York. 

4.  The  transmitter  site  must  be 
located  at  least  1.9  kilometers  (1.2  miles) 
southeast  of  Sidney  to  avoid  short¬ 
spacing  to  Station  WEZG  (Channel 
265A),  in  North  Syracuse,  New  York. 
Additionally,  since  the  proposed 
assignment  is  within  400  kilometers  (250 
miles)  of  the  U.S.-Canada  border, 
Canadian  concurrence  must  be 
provided. 

5.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
proposed  FM  channel  would  provide  a 
first  local  aural  broadcast  service  to 
Sidney,  the  Commission  believes  it 
appropriate  to  propose  amending  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission's  rules,  with  regard  to 
Sidney,  New  York,  as  follows: 

1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given 
November  10. 1980,  Report  No.  1256. 

2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


City 

Channel  No 

Present  Proposed 

.  26&A 

6.  The  Commission's  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

8.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
See,  Certification  That  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§  §  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  46  FR  11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1060. 1062 
(47  U.S.C.  154.  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief.  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

(BC  Docket  No.  81-404;  RM-3784) 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (4).  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934.  as  amended, 
and  $  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached. 
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2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  Bled  before  the  date  for  Bling  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  Bled  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  Bling  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §|  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  Ble  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  Bling  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  Bled  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  $  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  Blings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19535  Filed  7-1-81;  845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8712-01-11 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-403;  RM-3751] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  DeRidder, 
Louisiana;  Proposed  Changes  in  Table 
of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  proposes  to 
assign  FM  Channel  221A  to  DeRidder, 
Louisiana,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed 
by  KATY  Associates.  The  assignment 
could  provide  DeRidder  with  a  second 
FM  station. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  14, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (DeRidder, 
Louisiana),  BC  Docket  No.  81-403,  RM- 
3751. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  ]une  26, 1981. 

1.  A  petition  for  rule  making 1  was 
filed  by  KATY  Associates  ("petitioner”), 
proposing  the  assignment  of  FM 
Channel  221A  to  DeRidder,  Louisiana, 
as  that  community's  second  allocation. 
No  responses  to  the  petition  were 
received.  The  channel  can  be  assigned 
in  accordance  with  the  minimum 
mileage  distance  separation 
requirements  of  $  73.207  of  the 
Commission's  rules.  However,  petitioner 
has  failed  to  state  in  its  proposal  that  it 
will  apply  for  the  channel,  if  assigned, 
and  it  is  required  that  it  make  a 
commitment  to  that  effect  in  its 
comments. 

2.  DeRidder  (population  8,030), 3  the 
seat  of  Beauregard  Parish  (population 
22,888),  is  located  approximately  320 
kilometers  (200  miles)  west-northwest  of 
New  Orleans.  It  is  presently  served 
locally  by  daytime-only  AM  Station 
KDLA  and  by  FM  Station  KEAZ 
(Channel  269A). 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  DeRidder's 
population  shows  a  growth  trend.  It  has 
its  own  government  unit,  schools,  civic 
and  social  clubs,  and  recreational 
facilities.  In  addition,  it  lists  six  major 

'  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given 
September  19. 1980,  Report  No.  1248. 

2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


manufacturers  which  are  located  in  the 
community.  Other  than  the  two  stations 
licensed  to  the  community, 
communications  services  are  provided 
by  two  weekly  newspapers,  one  local 
cable  system,  and  television  service 
from  Lake  Charles.  Rail,  bus  and  motor 
carriers  serve  the  transportation  needs 
of  the  area. 

4.  Preclusion  Considerations:  The 
assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
DeRidder  will  cause  preclusion 
(affecting  commercial  channels)  only  on 
Channel  221A  within  65  miles.  Petitioner 
states  that  alternate  channels  are 
available  to  the  precluded  communities. 

5.  Additional  Considerations: 
Petitioner  states  that  the  assignment  of 
Channel  221A  to  DeRidder  would 
provide  a  first  FM  and  fulltime  aural 
service  to  399  persons  residing  in  an 
area  of  153  square  kilometers  (60  square 
miles),  and  a  second  FM  and  fulltime 
aural  service  to  10,512  persons  in  an 
area  of  758  square  kilometers  (296 
square  miles). 

6.  In  view  of  the  above,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present  Proposed 

9fiQA  991 A  9fiQA 

7.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

8.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September-14, 1981. 

9.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Aply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§§  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  46  FR  11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Burea,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


34609 


matter  is  not  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commisson  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission.  - 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082: 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

|BC  Docket  No.  81-403;  RM-3751) 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  Section  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commisison’s  rules  and  regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commisson's  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 


submissions  by  parties  .to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19536  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-408;  RM-3816] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Canton,  Illinois 
Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  action  proposes  the 
assignment  of  Channel  265A  to  Canton, 
Illinois,  as  a  second  FM  assignment  to 
the  community,  in  response  to  a  petiton 
for  rulemaking  filed  by  Canton 
Communications. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  bled  on  or 
before  August  25, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  14, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Canton,  Illinois), 

BC  Docket  No.  81^08,  RM-3816. 
Adopted:  June  18, 1981. 

Released:  June  25, 1981. 

1.  Before  the  Commission  is  a  petition 
for  rulemaking1  filed  by  Canton 
Communications  (“petitioner”), 
proposing  the  assignment  of  FM 
Channel  265A  to  Canton,  Illinois,  as  a 
second  FM  assignment  to  that 


1  Public  Notice  was  given  on  January  9. 1961. 
Report  No.  1266. 


community.  The  proposed  channel  can 
be  assigned  to  Canton  in  compliance 
with  the  minimum  distance  separation 
requirements. 

2.  Canton  (population  14,217),*  the 
seat  of  Fulton  County  (population  41. 

890),  is  located  approximately  248 
kilometers  (155  miles)  southwest  of 
Chicago,  Illinois.  It  is  presently  served 
by  Class  A  FM  Station  WBYS.  and  by 
daytime-only  AM  Station  WBYS. 

3.  According  to  the  petitioner  Canton 
is  “the  commercial  and  trading  center 
for  53,000  people."  Its  major  industries 
are  manufacturing,  coal  mining,  and 
farming. 

4.  Petitioner  claims  that  there  is  a 
need  for  an  additional  FM  assignment. 
Canton’s  only  broadcast  facilities  are 
commonly  owned  by  Radio  Stations 
WBYS  (AM)  and  WBYS-FM.  An 
additional  FM  station  would  provide  for 
a  diversity  of  viewpoints  and  an 
additional  local  service  which  would 
benefit  the  community,  according  to 
petitioner. 

5.  Petitioner  notes  that  the  assignment 
of  Channel  265A  to  Canton.  Illinois,  will 
cause  preclusion  only  on  the  co-channel. 
Four  communities  with  populations 
greater  than  1,000  would  sustain 
preclusion  on  this  channel.  Alternate 
channels  should  be  listed  for  these 
communities. 

6.  Accordingly,  since  an  interest  has 
been  expressed  and  a  need  shown  for 
the  proposed  assignment  to  Canton,  we 
are  proposing  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  as  to  the  following 
community: 

Oannal  No 

City  - 

Present  Proposal 

Canton.  Illinois _  252A  252A.  265A 


7.  The  Commission's  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

8.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  25. 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  14. 1981. 

9.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 


2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  C.S. 
Census. 
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apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's  rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§§  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission 's  rules,  46  FR 11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-408;  RM-3816] 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 


4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 


comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments: 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission's  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters. 
1919  M  Street,  NW  .  Washington,  D.C. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19537  Filed  7-l-81  B:45  am) 
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Notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Committee  on  Agency  Organization 
and  Personnel;  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  No.  92-463), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Committee  on  Agency  Organization 
and  Personnel  of  the  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States,  to  be 
held  at  10:15  a.m.,  Wednesday,  July  15, 
1981,  in  the  library  of  the  Administrative 
Conference,  Suite  500,  2120  L  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  consider 
Professor  Victor  Rosenblum’s  report 
outlining  a  system  for  the  evaluation  of 
administrative  law  judges  and  to  engage 
in  an  exploratory  discussion  of  other 
issues  relating  to  the  selection, 
retention,  and  promotion  of 
administrative  law  judges.  (No  specific 
proposed  recommendation  is  before  the 
Committee.)  Attendance  is  open  to  the 
interested  public,  but  limited  to  the 
space  available.  Persons  wishing  to 
attend  should  notify  this  office  at  least 
one  day  in  advance.  Members  of  the 
public  may  be  permitted  to  present  oral 
statements,  if  deemed  appropriate  by 
the  Committee  Chairman.  Members  of 
the  public  may  also  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Committee  before, 
during,  or  after  the  meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  meeting,  contact  Richard  K.  Berg 
(202-254-7020).  Minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  available  upon  request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 

Executive  Secretary. 

June  25, 1981. 

|KR  Doc.  81-19488  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Hells  Canyon  National  Recreation 
Area;  Availability 

Legal  Description  and  Maps  for  the 
Hells  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area, 
Hells  Canyon  Wilderness,  and 
Designated  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 

Public  Law  94-199,  enacted  December 
31, 1975, 16  U.S.C.  460gg,  designated  the 
Hells  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area, 
the  Hells  Canyon  Wilderness,  and  three 
Wilderness  Study  Areas.  Section  1(b)  of 
the  Act  provides  that  a  detailed 
boundary  description  and  maps  showing 
the  boundaries  of  these  units  be  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service, 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  legal  description  for  the  involved 
units  consists  of  61  pages  and  31  map 
sheets.  Costs  to  publish  this  material  in 
the  Federal  Register  are  estimated  to  be 
$18,000.  In  the  interests  of  economy,  this 
notice  of  availability  is  published  to 
provide  public  awareness  that  the  legal 
description  and  maps  are  on  file  for 
public  inspection  and  may  be  reviewed 
by  interested  parties  in  the  following 
offices: 

Chief,  Forest  Service,  USDA,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  Rm.  4238, 12th  & 
Independence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20013; 

Regional  Forester,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  319  SW,  Pine  Street,  Portland, 
OR  97208; 

Regional  Forester,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  Federal  Building,  Missoula. 

MT  59807; 

Regional  Forester,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  324  25th  Street,  Ogden,  UT 
84401; 

Forest  Supervisor,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  Wallowa-Whitman  National 
Forest,  Baker,  OR  97814; 

Forest  Supervisor,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  Nezperce  National  Forest,  319 
E.  Main  Street  Grangeville,  ID  83530; 
Forest  Supervisor,  Forest  Service, 

USDA,  Payette  National  Forest,  Forest 
Service  Building,  McCall,  ID  83638. 

In  compliance  with  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  1964  (Public  Law  88-577),  the 
legal  description  and  maps  will  be  filed 
with  the  Committee  on  Energy  and 
Natural  Resources  of  the  United  States 
Senate  and  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  House  of 


Representatives.  This  action  will  be 
taken  concurrently  with  the  publication 
of  this  notice  of  availability 
Further  information  is  available  from 
Charles  R.  Joy,  Recreation  Management 
Staff,  Forest  Service,  USDA.  P.O.  Box 
2417,  Washington.  D.C.  20013:  telephone 
(202)  447-2422. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 

Chief. 

June  26, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19476  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 
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U.S.-London  Case  (1982);  Assignment 
of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  assigned  to 
Adminstrative  Law  Judge  Elias  C 
Rodriguez.  Future  communications 
should  be  addressed  to  Judge  Rodriguez. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C,  June  29, 1981. 
Joseph  J.  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  fudge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19531  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-81-41 


Alaska  Advisory  Committee;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Alaska  Advisory 
Committee  to  the  Commission  will 
convene  at  3:00p  and  will  end  at  5:00p. 
on  July  20, 1981,  at  the  Federal  Building, 
Room  C-122,  701  C  Street,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501.  The  purpose  of  this 
meeting  is  to  review  draft  report  of  the 
Alaska-Washington  study  of  seafood 
processing. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson.  Mr.  Richard  J.  Stitt,  One 
Sealaska  Plaza,  Suite  400,  Juneau  AK 
99801,  (907)  789-0010;  or  the 
Northwestern  Regional  Office,  915 
Second  Avenue,  Room  2852,  Seattle  WA 
98174  (216) 399-1246. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
(Docket  39634] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19575  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  ami 
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Maine  Advisory  Committee;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Maine  Advisory 
Committee  to  the  Commission  will 
convene  at  7:00p  and  will  end  at  9:00p, 
on  July  23. 1981,  at  the  Maine  Teachers 
Association,  Community  Drive,  Augusta, 
Maine.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
plan  interview  schedule  for  forum  on 
domestic  violence  law;  and  plan  project 
on  women  in  nontraditional  jobs. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Ms.  Madeleine  D.  Giguere, 
35  Orange  Extension,  Lewiston,  Maine 
04240,  (207)  784-9948;  or  the  New 
England  Regional  Office,  55  Summer 
Street.  Boston,  MA  02110,  (617)  223-4671. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19576  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

Massachusetts  Advisory  Committee; 
Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  consultation  of  the  Massachusetts 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  Commission 
will  convene  at  l:00p  and  will  end  at 
5:00p,  on  August  20, 1981,  at  the  John  F. 
Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Room  505, 
Government  Center,  Boston,  MA  02203. 
The  purpose  of  this  consultation  is  to 
invite  experts  in  public  school 
employment  practices  to  address  the 
problem  of  how  to  retain  recent 
increases  in  minority  group 
representation  in  the  faculties  and 
administration  of  school  systems  forces 
to  lay  off  employees  because  of 
declining  pupil  enrollments  and 
Proposition  2*/2. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson.  Dr.  Bradford  E.  Brown,  17 
Roberta  Jean  Circle,  P.O.  Box  95,  E. 
Falmouth,  MA  02536,  (617)  540-0276;  or 
the  New  England  Regional  Office,  55 


Summer  Street,  8th  Floor,  Boston,  MA 
02110,  (617)  223-4671. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
|ohn  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19577  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

New  Hampshire  Advisory  Committee; 
Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  New  Hampshire 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  Commission 
will  convene  at  7:30  p.m.  and  will  end  at 
9:30  p.m.,  on  July  16, 1981,  at  the  Federal 
Building,  275  Chestnut  Street, 

Manchester,  New  Hampshire  03101.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
programs  for  fiscal  year  1981. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Mrs.  Sylvia  E.  Chaplain,  7 
Wendover  Way,  Bedford,  New 
Hampshire  03102,  (603)  625-5335;  or  the 
New  England  Regional  Office,  55 
Summer  Street,  8th  Floor,  Boston,  MA 
02110,  (617)  223-4671. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19578  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

New  York  Advisory  Committee;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  New  York 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  Commission 
will  convene  at  4:00  p.m.  and  will  end 
6:30  p.m.,  on  August  12, 1981,  at  the 
Phelps  Stokes  Fund.  10  East  87  Street, 
New  York,  New  York.  The  purpose  of 
this  meeting  is  to  discuss  the  coming 
projects  for  the  year. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Hon.  Franklin  H.  Williams, 
Phelps  Stokes  Fund,  10  East  87  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10028,  (212)  724-8116;  or 
the  Eastern  Regional  Office,  26  Federal 
Plaza,  New  York,  NY  10007,  (212)  264- 
0400. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19579  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

Texas  Advisory  Committee;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.  S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Texas  Advisory 
Committee  to  the  Commission  will 
convene  at  10:00  a.m.  and  will  end  at 
3:00  p.m.  on  July  24, 1981,  at  the 
Executive  Inn,  3232  W.  Mockingbird, 
Dallas  TX  75235.  The  purpose  of  this 
meeting  is  a  planning  session  for  the 
Northern  Subcommittee. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Dr.  Denzer  Burke,  1421 
Pine  Street,  Texarkana,  Texas  75501, 
(214)  794-8222;  or  the  Southwestern 
Regional  Office,  Heritage  Plaza,  418 
South  Main,  San  Antonio,  TX  78204, 

(512)  730-5570. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19580  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

Washington  Advisory  Committee; 

Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Washington 
advisory  Committee  to  the  Commission 
will  convene  at  5:00  p.m.  and  will  end  at 
7:00  p.m.,  on  July  29, 1981,  at  the  Federal 
Building,  Room  2854, 915  Second 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98174.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  review 
draft  report  of  Alaska-Washington 
Study  of  Seafood  Processing 
(Subcommittee). 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Ms.  Katharine  M.  Bullitt, 
1125  Harvard  Avenue  East,  Seattle,  WA 
98102,  (206)  325-6353;  or  the 
Northwestern  Regional  Office,  915 
Second  Avenue,  Seattle,  WA  98174, 

(216)  399-1246. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc  81-19581  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

Wisconsin  Advisory  Committee;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Wisconsin 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  Commission 
will  convene  at  6:00p  and  will  end  at 
9:00p,  on  July  21, 1981,  at  the  Wisconsin 
Center — Lowell  Hall,  Room  426,  610 
Langdon,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53706. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  review 
the  results  of  the  factfinding  bilingual 
meetings;  discuss  new  project;  and 
assess  vocational  education  project 
progress  and  plan  last  interviews. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  or  planning  a  presentation 
to  the  Committee,  should  contact  the 
Chairperson,  Mr.  Herbert  M.  Hill,  2127 
Van  Hise  Avenue,  Madison,  Wisconsin 
53705,  (608)  238-6647;  or  the  Midwestern 
Regional  Office,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  32nd  Floor,  Chicago  IL  60604, 

(312)  353-7371. 

The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 
Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19582  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
(Docket  No.  7-81] 

Foreign-Trade  Zone  No.  55,  Burlington, 
Vermont;  Application  for  Special- 
Purpose  Subzone 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Greater  Burlington  Industrial 
Corporation  (GBIC),  grantee  of  Foreign- 
Trade  Zone  No.  55,  requesting  authority 
to  establish  a  special-purpose  subzone 
for  a  garment  manufacturing  plant  in  St. 
Albans,  Vermont,  within  the  St.  Albans 
Customs  port  of  entry.  The  application 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zone 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a- 
81u),  and  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
(15  CFR  Part  400).  It  was  formally  filed 
on  June  25, 1981. 


The  Board  authorized  GBIC  to 
establish  a  general-purpose  zone  on 
February  14, 1980  to  serve  the  Greater 
Burlington  area.  It  became  operational 
in  mid-1980.  GBIC  was  created  in  1954 
as  a  nonprofit  development  corporation 
to  encourage  and  coordinate  regional 
public  and  private  industrial 
development  efforts.  It  is  authorized  to 
make  this  proposal  under  Section  4122, 
Chapter  111,  Title  9  of  the  Vermont  State 
Acts,  effective  March  3, 1976. 

The  applicant  proposes  to  establish  a 
subzone  for  the  St.  Albans  plant  of 
Pedigree  USA,  Inc.,  located  at  a  3.4-acre 
facility  on  St.  Albans  Town  Highway  at 
Highway  Road.  Pedigree  is  currently 
using  a  17,400  square  foot  building  on 
the  site  to  store,  repack,  inspect  and 
distribute  ski  wear  produced  in  the  Far 
Ea'st.  Zone  status  would  prompt  the 
company  to  use  the  plant  for 
ornamenting,  finishing  and  other 
manufacturing  operations  now 
performed  abroad  by  foreign 
contractors,  and  for  international 
distribution  currently  handled  by  a 
Canadian  plant.  Plans  call  for  a  40,000 
square  foot  plant  expansion  to 
accommodate  the  additional  operations. 

Zone  procedures  will  allow  Pedigree 
to  defer  duty  on  inventory  which  it  must 
hold  for  seasonal  sales,  while 
encouraging  the  company  to  process  and 
store  the  garments  domestically. 

Pedigree  indicates  that  the  duty  savings 
are  critical  to  its  decision  to  shift 
manufacturing  and  distribution 
operations  to  the  U.S.  from  abroad.  The 
move  could  increase  employment  at  the 
St.  Albans  plant  by  as  much  as  79 
percent  (65  persons)  over  the  next  four 
years,  while  increasing  U.S.  exports  and 
reducing  the  value  of  imports. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations,  an  examiners  committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  to  the  Board.  The 
committee  consists  of  Dennis  M. 
Puccinelli  (Chairman),  International 
Trade  Specialist,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Staff,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230;  Edward  A. 
Goggin,  Assistant  Regional 
Commissioner  (Operations),  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  Region  1, 100  Summer 
Street,  Boston.  Massachusetts  02110; 
and  Colonel  C.  Ernest  Edgar  III,  Division 
Engineer,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  Division 
New  England,  424  Trapelo  Road, 
Waltham,  Massachusetts  02154. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
subzone  are  invited  in  writing  from 
interested  persons  and  organizations. 
They  should  be  addressed  to  the  Board’s 
Executive  Secretary  at  the  address 


below  and  postmarked  on  or  before  July 
31, 1981. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  District 
Office,  Room  610-B.  Federal  Office 
Building,  450  Main  Street,  Hartford, 
Connecticut  06103 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and  E 
Streets,  N.W.,  Room  2006, 

Washington,  D.C.  20230 
Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19391  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-25-M 

International  Trade  Administration 
Certain  Steel  Wire  Nails  From  Japan 
AGENCV:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Initiation  of  antidumping 
investigation. 

SUMMARY:  On  the  basis  of  information 
developed  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  under  the  “Trigger  Price 
Mechanism”  for  steel  mill  products,  we 
are  initiating  an  antidumping 
investigation  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  certain  steel  wire  nails  from 
Japan  are  being  imported  at  less  than 
fair  value.  We  are  notifying  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission  of  this 
action  so  that  it  may  preliminarily 
determine  whether  these  imports  are 
materially  injuring  or  threatening  to 
materially  injure  aU£.  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Altier,  Office  of  Investigations. 
Import  Administration.  International 
Trade  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202)  377-1785. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  December  6, 1977,  the  President 
approved  implementation  by  the 
Treasury  Department  of  a  ‘Trigger  Price 
Mechanism”  (“TPM”)  applicable  to 
imports  of  certain  steel  mill  products.  As 
stated  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  30, 1977,  (42  Fed  Reg.  65214), 
the  TPM  consisted  of  four  major  parts: 
(1)  the  establishment  of  trigger  prices  for 
steel  mill  products  imported  into  the 
United  States;  (2)  the  use  of  a  Special 
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Summary  Steel  Invoice  (‘"SSSI”) 
applicable  to  imports  of  all  steel  mill 
products;  (3)  the  continuous  collection 
and  analysis  of  data  concerning  (a)  the 
cost  of  production  and  prices  of  steel 
mill  products  exported  to  the  United 
States,  and  (b)  the  condition  of  the 
domestic  steel  industry;  and,  (4)  where 
appropriate,  the  expedited  initiation  and 
disposition  of  proceedings  under  the 
antidumping  law  with  respect  to  imports 
below  the  trigger  prices. 

Responsibility  for  administration  of 
the  antidumping  law  and  the  TPM  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  on  January  2, 1980,  as  part  of 
the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1979. 

The  TPM  was  designed  as  a  substitute 
for  major  antidumping  petitions  by  the 
domestic  industry.  On  March  21, 1980, 
dumping  petitions  involving  basic  steel 
mill  products  from  seven  European 
countries  were  filed  with  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  As  a  result  of 
these  petitions,  the  Department 
suspended  the  TPM.  On  October  8, 1980, 
following  withdrawal  of  the 
anitdumping  complaints  against  the 
European  steel  producers,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  announced  its 
intention  to  reinstate  the  TPM  in 
modified  form  (45  FR  66833).  The  present 
TPM,  however,  still  incorporates  the 
four  principles  described  above. 

Trigger  Price  Mechanism 

The  TPM  is  a  monitoring  device  used 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  to 
determine  those  basic  steel  mill 
products  most  likely  to  be  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  in  the  United  States. 
Actual  C.I.F.  prices  of  merchandise 
entering  the  United  States  are  compared 
to  applicable  trigger  prices  established 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Since  trigger  prices  reflect  the 
estimated  cost  of  production  and 
shipping  costs  of  the  world’s  most 
efficient  producers  of  steel,  any  imports 
entering  the  United  States  at  prices 
significantly  below  the  applicable 
trigger  prices  represent  potential  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value. 

Initiation  of  Antidumping  investigation 

The  Department  has  examined  SSSI 
documents  submitted  by  importers  of 
steel  wire  nails  from  Japan.  Our  analysis 
of  information  contained  in  these 
documents  indicates  that,  during  the 
period  October  21, 1980,  through  March 
31. 1981,  forty-four  percent  of  this 
merchandise  entered  the  United  States 
below  the  applicable  trigger  prices.  The 
weighted  average  margin  of  sales  below 
trigger  price  was  approximately  35 
percent.1 


1  Sec  appendix. 


There  is  also  evidence  indicating  at 
this  time  that  these  sales  may  be  having 
an  injurious  effect  upon  the  U.S.  steel 
industry.  Commerce  has  compiled 
information  which  indicates  declining 
import  prices  of  this  merchandise  from 
Japan  during  recent  years.  There  is 
evidence  that  these  imports  may  be 
causing  depressed  conditions  in  the  U.S. 
industry  such  as  suppressed  prices  and 
profits,  and  declining  sales. 

Based  on  this  information,  I  hereby 
determine  in  accordance  with  section 
732(a)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a(a)) 
that  an  antidumping  investigation 
should  be  initiated  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  steel  wire  nails  from  Japan 
are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  and  whether  a  U.S. 
industry  is  being  materially  injured  or  is 
threatened  with  material  injury  by 
reason  of  imports  of  such  merchandise. 
Scope  of  the  Investigation 

For  purposes  of  this  notice,  the  term 
"steel  wire  nails"  refers  to  nails  as 
currently  described  and  provided  for  in 
item  numbers  646.25  and  646.26  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS). 

Notification  ofITC 

As  required  by  section  732(d)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a(d)),  the  Department 
of  Commerce  has  notified  the  ITC  of  this 
determination  and  has  provided  to  the 
ITC  the  information  upon  which  this 
determination  is  based.  The  Department 
allows  ITC  access  to  all  privileged  and 
confidential  information  in  its  files, 
provided  it  confirms  that  it  will  not 
disclose  such  information,  either 
publicly  or  under  an  administrative 
protective  order,  without  the  written 
consent  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  import  Administration. 

Preliminary  Determination  by  ITC 

Under  section  733(a)  of  the  Act  (19 
U.S.C.  1673b(a)),  the  ITC  must  determine 
no  later  than  45  days  from  the  date  of 
notification  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  indication  that  an  industry  in 
the  United  States  is  materially  injured, 
or  threatened  with  material  injury,  by 
reason  of  imports  of  certain  steel  wire 
nails  from  Japan.  If  that  determination  is 
negative,  this  investigation  will  be 
terminated,  and  the  International  Trade 
Administration  will  publish  no  further 
notice.  Otherwise,  the  investigation  will 
proceed  to  its  conclusion.  Unless  this 
investigation  is  terminated  or  extended, 
we  will  announce  our  preliminary 
determination  no  later  than  160  days  of 
publication  of  this  notice. 


(Sec.  732  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a)  and 
§  353.37  of  the  Commerce  Regulations  (19 
CFR  353.37)) 

B.  Waring  Partridge, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

June  26, 1981. 

Appendix 

The  Department  adjusted  its  trigger 
prices  for  carbon  steel  wire  nails 
downward  about  9  percent  beginning 
with  second-quarter  1981  trigger  prices 
(applicable  on  merchandise  exported  on 
or  after  April  1  and  before  July  1, 1981). 
This  adjustment  reflected  a  refinement 
in  the  Department’s  method  of 
estimating  Japanese  steel  wire  nail 
production  costs.  Had  this  adjustment  in 
methodology  been  made  for  the  October 
21, 1980  through  March  31, 1981  trigger 
prices,  the  weighted  average  margin  of 
sales  below  trigger  price  would  have 
been  approximately  24  percent. 

[FR  Doc,  81-19370  Filed  6-30-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Certain  Steel  Wire  Nails  From 
Yugoslavia 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Initiation  of  Antidumping 
Investigation. 

summary:  On  the  basis  of  information 
developed  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  under  the  “Trigger  Price 
Mechanism"  for  steel  mill  products,  we 
are  initiating  an  antidumping 
investigation  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  certain  steel  wire  nails  from 
Yugoslavia  are  being  imported  at  less 
than  fair  value.  We  are  notifying  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission  of 
this  action  so  that  it  may  preliminarily 
determine  whether  these  imports  are 
materially  injuring  or  threatening  to 
materially  injure  a  U.S.  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Altier,  Office  of  Investigations, 
Import  Administration,  International 
Trade  Administrtion,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202)  377-1785. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  December  6, 1977,  the  President 
approved  implementation  by  the 
Treasury  Department  of  a  “Trigger  Price 
Mechanism"  ("TPM")  applicable  to 
imports  of  certain  steel  mill  products.  As 
stated  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  30, 1977,  (42  FR  65214),  the 
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TPM  consisted  of  four  major  parts:  (1) 
the  establishment  of  trigger  prices  for 
steel  mill  products  imported  into  the 
United  States:  (2)  the  use  of  a  Special 
Summary  Steel  Invoice  (“SSSI”) 
applicable  to  imports  of  all  steel  mill 
products;  (3)  the  continuous  collection 
and  analysis  of  data  concerning  (a)  the 
cost  of  production  and  prices  of  steel 
mill  products  exported  to  the  United 
States,  and  (b)  the  condition  of  the 
domestic  steel  industry:  and,  (4)  where 
appropriate,  the  expedited  initiation  and 
disposition  of  proceedings  under  the 
antidumping  law  with  respect  to  imports 
below  the  trigger  prices. 

Responsibility  for  administration  of 
the  antidumping  law  and  the  TPM  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  on  January  2, 1980,  as  part  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1979. 

The  TPM  was  designed  as  a  substitute 
for  major  antidumping  petitions  by  the 
domestic  industry.  On  March  21, 1980, 
dumping  petitions  involving  basic  steel 
mill  products  from  seven  European 
countries  were  filed  with  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  As  a  result  of 
these  petitions,  the  Department 
suspended  the  TPM.  On  October  8, 1980, 
following  withdrawal  of  the 
antidumping  complaints  against  the 
European  steel  producers,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  announced  its 
intention  to  reinstate  the  TPM  in 
modified  form  (45  FR  66833).  The  present 
TPM,  however,  still  incorporates  the 
four  principles  described  above. 

Trigger  Price  Mechanism 

The  TPM  is  a  monitoring  device  used 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  to 
determine  those  basic  steel  mill 
products  most  likely  to  be  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  in  the  United  States. 
Actual  C.I.F.  prices  of  merchandise 
entering  the  United  States  are  compared 
to  applicable  trigger  prices  established 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Since  trigger  prices  reflect  the 
estimated  cost  of  production  and 
shipping  costs  of  the  world’s  most 
efficient  producers  of  steel,  any  imports 
entering  the  United  States  at  prices 
significantly  below  the  applicable 
trigger  prices  represent  potential  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value. 

Initiation  of  Antidumping  Investigation 

The  Department  has  examined  SSSI 
documents  submitted  by  importers  of 
steel  wire  nails  from  Yugoslavia.  Our 
analysis  of  information  contained  in 
these  documents  indicates  that,  during 
the  period  October  21, 1980,  through 
March  31, 1981,  all  of  this  merchandise 
entered  the  United  States  below  the 
applicable  trigger  prices.  The  weighted 


average  margin  of  sales  below  trigger 
price  was  approximately  59  percent.1 

There  is  also  evidence  indicating  at 
this  time  that  these  sales  may  be  having 
an  injurious  effect  upon  the  U.S.  steel 
industry.  There  is  evidence  that  these 
imports  may  be  causing  depressed 
conditions  in  the  U.S.  industry  such  as 
suppressed  prices  and  profits,  and 
declining  sales. 

Based  on  this  information,  I  hereby 
determine  in  accordance  with  section 
732(a)  of  the  (Act  19  U.S.C.  1673a(a)) 
that  an  antidumping  investigation 
should  be  initiated  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  steel  wire  nails  from 
Yugoslavia  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be, 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  and  whether 
a  U.S.  industry  is  being  materially 
injured  or  is  threatened  with  material 
injury  by  reason  of  imports  of  such 
merchandise. 

Scope  of  the  Investigation 

For  purposes  of  this  notice,  the  term 
“steel  wire  nails”  refers  to  nails  as 
currently  described  and  provided  for  in 
item  numbers  646.25  and  646.26  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS). 

Notification  of  ITC 

As  required  by  section  732(d)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a(d)),  the  Department 
of  Commerce  has  notified  the  ITC  of  this 
determination  and  has  provided  to  the 
ITC  the  information  upon  which  this 
determination  is  based.  The  Department 
allows  ITC  access  to  all  privileged  and 
confidential  information  in  its  files, 
provided  it  confirms  that  it  will  not 
disclose  such  information,  either 
publicly  or  under  an  administrative 
protective  order,  without  the  written 
consent  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration. 

Preliminary  Determination  by  ITC 

Under  section  733(a)  of  the  Act  (19 
U.S.C.  1673b(a)),  the  ITC  must  determine 
no  later  than  45  days  from  the  date  of 
notification  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  indication  that  an  industry  in 
the  United  States  is  materialiy  injured, 
or  threatened  with  material  injury,  by 
reason  of  imports  of  certain  steel  wire 
nails  from  Yugoslavia.  If  that 
determination  is  negative,  this 
investigation  will  be  terminated,  and  the 
International  Trade  Administration  will 
publish  no  further  notice.  Otherwise,  the 
investigation  will  proceed  to  its 
conclusion.  Unless  this  investigation  is 
terminated  or  extended,  we  will 
announce  our  preliminary  determination 
no  later  than  160  days  of  publication  of 
this  notice. 


1  See  appendix. 


(Sec.  732  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a)  and 
§  353.37  of  the  Commerce  Regulations  (19 
CFR  353.37)) 

B.  Waring  Partridge, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

June  26, 1981. 

Appendix 

The  Department  adjusted  its  trigger 
prices  for  carbon  steel  wire  nails 
downward  about  9  percent  beginning 
with  second-quarter  1981  trigger  prices 
(applicable  on  merchandise  exported  on 
or  after  April  1  and  before  July  1. 1981). 
This  adjustment  reflected  a  refinement 
in  the  Department's  method  of 
estimating  Japanese  steel  wire  nail 
production  costs.  Had  this  adjustment  in 
methodology  been  made  for  the  October 
21, 1980  through  March  31, 1981  trigger 
prices,  the  weighted  average  margin  of 
sales  below  trigger  price  would  have 
been  approximately  45  percent. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19372  Filed  6-30-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Certain  Steel  Wire  Nails  From  the 
Republic  of  Korea 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Imitation  of  Antidumping 
Investigation. 

SUMMARY:  On  the  basis  of  information 
developed  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  under  the  “Trigger  Price 
Mechanism”  for  steel  mill  products,  we 
are  initiating  an  antidumping 
investigation  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  certain  steel  wire  nails  from 
Korea  are  being  imported  at  less  than 
fair  value.  We  are  notifying  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission  of  this 
action  so  that  it  may  preliminarily 
determine  whether  these  imports  are 
materially  injuring  or  threatening  to 
materially  injure  a  U.S.  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Altier,  office  of  Investigations, 
Import  Administration,  International 
Trade  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230 (202) 377-1785. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  December  6, 1977,  the  President 
approved  implementation  by  the 
Treasury  Department  of  a  ‘Trigger  Price 
Mechanism”  (“TPM")  applicable  to 
imports  of  certain  steel  mill  products.  As 
stated  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  30, 1977,  (42  FR  65214),  the 
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TPM  consisted  of  four  major  parts:  (1) 
the  establishment  of  trigger  prices  for 
steel  mill  products  imported  into  the 
United  States:  (2)  the  use  of  a  Special 
Summary  Steel  Invoice  (“SSSI”) 
applicable  to  imports  of  all  steel  mill 
products;  (3)  the  continuous  collection 
and  analysis  of  data  concerning  (a)  the 
cost  of  production  and  prices  of  steel 
mill  products  exported  to  the  United 
States,  and  (b)  the  condition  of  the 
domestic  steel  industry;  and,  (4)  where 
appropriate,  the  expedited  initiation  and 
disposition  of  proceedings  under  the 
antidumping  law  with  respect  to  imports 
below  the  trigger  prices. 

Responsibility  for  administration  of 
the  antidumping  law  and  the  TPM  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  on  January  2, 1980,  as  part  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1979. 

The  TPM  was  designed  as  a  substitute 
for  major  antidumping  petitions  by  the 
domestic  industry.  On  March  21, 1979, 
dumping  petitions  involving  basic  steel 
mill  products  from  seven  European 
countries  were  filed  with  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  As  a  result  of 
these  petitions,  the  Department 
suspended  the  TPM.  On  October  8, 1980, 
following  withdrawal  of  the 
antidumping  complaints  against  the 
European  steel  producers,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  announced  its 
intention  to  reinstate  the  TPM  in 
modified  form  (45  FR  66833).  The  present 
TPM,  however,  still  incorporates  the 
four  principles  described  above. 

Trigger  Price  Mechanism 

The  TPM  is  a  monitoring  device  used 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  to 
determine  those  basic  steel-mill 
products  most  likely  to  be  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  in  the  United  States. 
Actual  C.I.F.  prices  of  merchandise 
entering  the  United  States  are  compared 
to  applicable  trigger  prices  established 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Since  trigger  prices  reflect  the 
estimated  cost  of  production  and 
shipping  costs  of  the  world’s  most 
efficient  producers  of  steel,  any  imports 
entering  the  United  States  at  prices 
significantly  below  the  applicable 
trigger  prices  represent  potential  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value. 

Initiation  of  Antidumping  Investigation 

The  Department  has  examined  SSSI 
documents  submitted  by  importers  of 
steel  wire  nails  from  Korea.  Our 
analysis  of  information  contained  in 
these  documents  indicates  that,  during 
the  period  October  21, 1980,  through 
March  31, 1981,  ninety-nine  percent  of 
this  merchandise  entered  the  United 
States  below  the  applicable  trigger 
prices.  The  weighted  average  margin  of 


sales  below  trigger  price  was 
approximately  35  percent.1 

Commerce  had  determined  in  an 
earlier  antidumping  investigation  that 
certain  steel  wire  nails  from  Korea  were 
being  sold  to  the  United  States  at  less 
than  fair  value  (45  FR  34941).  However, 
on  August  13, 1980,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  (ITC) 
published  a  determination  that  sales  of 
this  merchandise  at  less  than  fair  value 
were  not  injuring,  nor  were  likely  to 
injure,  a  U.S.  industry  (45  FR  53924). 

There  is  evidence  indicating,  at  this 
time,  that  these  sales  may  be  having  an 
injurious  effect  upon  the  U.S.  steel 
industry.  Commerce  has  compiled 
information  which  indicates  growing 
import  penetration  and  declining  import 
prices  of  this  merchandise  from  Korea 
during  recent  years.  There  is  evidence 
that  these  imports  may  be  causing 
depressed  conditions  in  the  U.S. 
industry  such  as  suppressed  prices  and 
profits,  and  declining  sales.  These  new 
market  conditions  provide  a  sufficient 
basis  for  reexamination  of  the  injury 
question  by  the  ITC. 

Based  on  this  information,  I  hereby 
determine  in  accordance  with  section 
732(a)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a(a)) 
that  an  antidumping  investigation 
should  be  initiated  to  determine  whether 
imports  of  steel  were  nails  from  Korea 
are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  and  whether  a  U.S. 
industry  is  being  materially  injured  or  is 
threatened  with  material  injury  by 
reason  of  imports  of  such  merchandise. 

Scope  of  the  Investigation 

For  purposes  of  this  notice,  the  term 
“steel  wire  nails”  refers  to  nails  as 
currently  described  and  provided  for  in 
item  numbers  646.25  and  646.26  of  the 
Tarrif  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS). 

Notification  of  ITC 

As  required  by  section  732(d)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a(d)),  the  Department 
of  Commerce  has  notified  the  ITC  of  this 
determination  and  has  provided  to  the 
ITC  the  information  upon  which  this 
determination  is  based.  The  Department 
allows  ITC  access  to  all  privileged  and 
confidential  information  in  its  files, 
provided  it  confirms  that  it  will  not 
disclose  such  information,  either 
publicly  or  under  an  administrative 
protective  order,  without  the  written 
consent  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration. 

Preliminary  Detemination  by  ITC 

Under  section  733(a)  of  the  Act  (19 
U.S.C.  1673b(a)),  the  ITC  must  determine 


1  See  Appendix. 


no  later  than  45  days  from  the  date  of 
notification  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  indication  that  an  industry  in 
the  United  States  is  materially  injured, 
or  threatened  with  material  injury,  by 
reason  of  imports  of  certain  steel  wire 
nails  from  the  Republic  of  Korea.  If  that 
determination  is  negative,  this 
investigation  will  be  terminated,  and  the 
International  Trade  Administration  will 
publish  no  further  notice.  Otherwise,  the 
investigation  will  proceed  to  its 
conclusion.  Unless  this  investigation  is 
terminated  or  extended,  w’e  will 
announce  our  preliminary  determination 
no  later  than  160  days  of  publication  of 
this  notice. 

(Sec.  732  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673a)  and 
§  353.37  of  the  Commerce  Regulations  (19 
CFR  353.37)) 

B.  Waring  Partridge, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

June  26, 1981. 

Appendix 

The  Department  adjusted  its  trigger 
prices  for  carbon  steel  wire  nails 
downward  about  9  percent  beginning 
with  second-quarter  1981  trigger  prices 
(applicable  on  merchandise  exported  on 
or  after  April  1  and  before  July  1, 1981). 
This  adjustment  reflected  a  refinement 
in  the  Department's  method  of 
estimating  Japanese  steel  wire  nail 
production  costs.  Had  this  adjustment  in 
methodology  been  made  for  the  October 
21, 1980  through  March  31, 1981  trigger 
prices,  the  weighted  average  margin  of 
sales  below  trigger  price  would  have 
been  approximately  21  percent. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19371  Filed  6-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Imported  Steel  Mill  Products  Trigger 
Price  Mechanism:  Monitoring  of 
Specialty  Steel  Imports 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

SUMMARY:  In  monitoring  specialty  steel 
imports,  on  a  product  line  basis,  for 
surges  possibly  caused  by  dumping  or 
subsidization,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  has  determined  that  surge 
conditions  exist  in  one  of  the  six  product 
lines  monitored,  alloy  tool  steel.  Surge 
conditions  do  not  presently  exist  in 
stainless  steel  plate,  rod,  bar,  sheet  and 
strip,  and  pipe  and  tube. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini,  Import 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Room  1001,  Washington, 

D.C.  20230,  (202)  377-3793. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  8, 1981  the  Department  of 
Commerce  announced  the 
Administration’s  decision  to  monitor 
imports  of  specialty  steel  products  for 
surges  apparently  caused  by  unfair 
trade  practices.  This  is  the  second  of  a 
series  of  quarterly  reviews  which  the 
Department  will  issue,  based  upon  its 
assessment  of  the  specialty  steel  import 
situation.  The  first  review  was 
published  on  April  7, 1981  (45  FR  20717). 
These  reviews  include  a  detailed  listing 
of  the  specific  TSUSA  categories 
included  in  the  Department’s  monitoring 
procedures  and  discussed  import  trends 
in  six  major  specialty  steel  product 
lines. 

By  monitoring  specialty  steel  imports 
for  surges  possibly  caused  by  dumping 
or  subsidization,  the  Department  will  be 
in  a  position  to  enforce  promptly  the 
trade  laws  of  the  United  States,  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  our 
international  obligations,  in  cases  where 
the  imports  could  be  causing  material 
injury  to  our  industry. 

If  the  Department  of  Commerce  finds 
that  a  surge  in  specialty  steel  imports 
appears  to  be  the  result  of  unfair 
competition,  an  antidumping  or 
countervailing  duty  investigation  could 
be  initiated.  No  action  will  be  taken 
where  the  surge  appears  to  be  the  result 
of  fair  competition.  The  monitoring 
system  is  designed  to  ensure 
enforcement  of  the  trade  laws,  not  to  set 
or  imply  import  quantity  of  price  levels. 

The  major  product  lines  monitored  by 
the  Department  are  stainless  steel  sheet 
and  strip,  plate,  bar,  rod,  pipe  and 
tubing,  and  alloy  tool  steel.  A  surge 
exists  when,  on  a  product  line  basis  (1) 
imports  as  a  percent  of  domestic 
consumption  rise  above  the  average 
levels  for  the  past  ten  years  and  (2)  the 
import  penetration  trend  is  clearly 
toward  the  levels  at  which  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission 
(USITC)  found  injury  in  the  1976  escape 
clause  case. 

An  outline  of  the  major  factors  noted 
in  the  Department’s  second  quarterly 
review  follows.  This  review  is  based 
primarily  upon  quarterly  data  for  the 
first  calendar  quarter  of  1981.  It  also 
references  first  quarter  levels  for 
previous  years  and  1971  through  1980 
ten  year  weighted  averages.  More 
detailed  data  are  presented  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  notice,  including  a 
listing  of  the  specific  TSUSA  import 
categories  covered  in  the  monitoring 
procedures. 

For  the  category  of  stainless  steel 
sheet  and  strip,  surge  conditions  do  not 
exist,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the 
first  calendar  quarter  1981  level  of 


import  penetration  (the  share  of  U.S. 
apparent  consumption  accounted  for  by 
imports)  was  5.2  percent,  which  is  below 
the  1971  through  1980  ten  year  weighted 
average  of  9.5  percent  and  is  the  lowest 
first  quarter  level  since  1974. 

Surge  conditions  do  not  exist  for  the 
category  of  stainless  steel  plate.  Import 
penetration  during  the  first  quarter  of 
1981  was  2.8  percent,  which  is  below  the 
ten  year  weighted  average  of  11.6 
percent  as  well  as  being  the  lowest  first 
quarter  level  for  the  1971  through  1981 
period. 

Surge  conditions  do  not  exist  for  the 
category  of  stainless  steel  rod.  Import 
penetration  during  the  first  quarter  of 
1981  was  36.4  percent  which  is  below 
the  1971  through  1980  ten  year  weighted 
annual  average  of  44.3  percent.  The  36.4 
percent  level  of  import  penetration  was 
the  highest  first  quarter  level  since  1977, 
but  is  considerably  below  the  first 
quarter  1975  and  1976  levels  of  71.0 
percent  and  57.8  percent,  respectively. 

For  the  category  of  stainless  steel  bar, 
surge  conditions  do  not  exist  for  the  first 
quarter  of  1981.  Although  the 
Department  of  Commerce  is  still 
completing  its  review  of  1980  trade  in 
stainless  steel  bar  from  South  Korea, 
West  Germany  and  France  which  began 
as  a  result  of  previously  existing  surge 
conditions,  to  date  the  Department  has 
not  found  indications  of  unfair  trade 
practices.  Import  penetration  for  the  first 
quarter  of  1981  was  16.1  percent  which 
is  below  the  1971  through  1980  ten  year 
weighted  average  of  17.1  percent.  Import 
penetration  did  reach  23.7  percent 
during  April  1981,  and  monthly  data  for 
the  balance  of  the  second  quarter  will 
be  carefully  reviewed. 

While  surge  conditions  do  not 
currently  exist  for  the  category  of 
stainless  steel  pipe  and  tube,  import 
penetration  is  at  a  point  which  warrants 
particular  attention  during  the  coming 
months.  Import  penetration  during  the 
first  quarter  of  1981  was  42.2  percent, 
slightly  above  the  1971  through  1980  ten 
year  weighted  average  of  41.5  percent, 
equalling  the  42.2  percent  level  for  the 
first  quarter  of  1980.  These  are 
significantly  below  the  1976, 1977,  and 
1978  first  quarter  levels  of  68.6  percent, 
50.3  percent  and  62.2  percent, 
respectively. 

Surge  conditions  exist  for  the  category 
of  alloy  tool  steel.  Import  penetration  for 
the  first  calendar  quarter  of  1981  was 
28.6  percent  which  is  well  above  the 
1971  through  1980  ten  year  average  of 
22.0  percent.  It  is  approximately  the 
same  as  the  first  quarter  of  1980’s  high 
level  of  28.8  percent.  The  1980  and  1981 
first  quarter  levels  are  the  two  highest 
first  quarter  levels  for  the  1971  through 
1981  period.  The  previous  high  for  a  first 


calendar  quarter  was  26.4  percent.  This 
level  was  reached  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1975,  during  the  period  reviewed  by  the 
USITC  in  its  determination  that  these 
products  were  being  imported  into  the 
United  States  in  such  increased 
quantitities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause 
of  serious  injury  of  threat  thereof  to  the 
domestic  industry. 

During  the  first  quarter  of  1981, 
imports  of  alloy  tool  steel  from  W'est 
Germany  accounted  for  6.6  percent  of 
U.S.  apparent  consumption,  up  from  2.1 
percent  during  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
and  3.9  percent  for  the  first  quarter  of 
1979.  The  quantities  of  imports  of  alloy 
tool  steel  from  West  Germany  were 
1,542  net  tons  during  the  first  quarter  of 
1981,  which  is  above  both  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  level  of  682  net  tons  and 
the  first  quarter  1979  level  of  1,327  net 
tons.  The  Department  of  Commerce  is 
beginning  to  examine  trade  in  alloy  tool 
steel  from  West  Germany  to  determine 
whether  sales  in  the  U.S.  market  have 
involved  dumping  or  subsidization. 

During  the  first  quarter  of  1981. 
imports  of  alloy  tool  steel  from  Austria 
accounted  for  3.3  percent  of  U.S. 
apparent  consumption,  up  from  1.4 
percent  during  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
and  1.3  percent  for  the  first  quarter  of 
1979.  The  quantities  of  imports  of  alloy 
tool  steel  from  Austria  were  779  net  tons 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1981.  which  is 
above  both  the  first  quarter  of  1980  level 
of  445  net  tons  and  the  first  quarter  1979 
level  of  451  net  tons.  The  Department  of 
Commerce  is  extending  its  examination 
of  trade  in  alloy  tool  steel  from  Austria 
to  determine  whether  sales  in  the  U.S. 
market  have  involved  subsidization. 
Although  the  Department  is  still 
completing  its  review  of  1980  trade  in 
alloy  tool  steel  from  Japan,  to  date  the 
Department  has  not  found  indications  of 
unfair  trade  practices.  However,  the 
situation  does  warrant  particular 
attention  during  the  coming  months. 
Lawrence ).  Brady, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade  Administration. 

Specialty  Steel  Product  Lines:  TSUSA 
Categories 

(1980  U.S.  Tariff  Schedules) 

(1)  Stainless  Steel  Sheet  and  Strip: 
607.7610;  607.9010;  607.9020:  608.2600: 

608.2900;  608.4300:  608.5700 

(2)  Stainless  Steel  Plate: 

607.7605;  607.9005 

(3)  Stainless  Steel  Bar: 

606.9005;  606.9010 

(4)  Stainless  Steel  Rod: 

607.2600;  607.4300 

(5)  Alloy  Tool  Steel: 

606.9300;  606.9400;  606.9505;  606.9510; 

606.9520;  606.9525;  606.9535:  606.9540: 
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607.2800;  607.3405;  607.3420;  607.4600; 
607.5404;  607.5420;  607.7205;  607.7220; 
607.8805;  607.8820;  608.3405;  608.3420; 
608.4905;  608.4920;  608.6405;  608.6420; 
609.4520;  609.4550 
(6)  Stainless  Steel  Pipe  and  Tubing: 
610.3705;  610.3715;  610.3745;  610.3765; 
610.5130;  610.5235;  610.5210;  610.5215 

Table  1— Import  Market  Shares  by  Product 
Category 

{Percent  ol  U.S.  Apparent  Consumption  '  Supplied  by 
Imports] 


Year 

s.s. 

sheet 

and 

strip 

s.s. 

plate 

S.S. 

bar 

S.S.- 

rod 

Alloy 

tool 

steel 

S.S. 

pipe 

and 

tub¬ 

ing 

1971 . 

19  7 

17.9 

13.7 

57.7 

14.4 

44.5 

1972 . 

10.2 

24.0 

14  5 

509 

147 

339 

1973 . 

6.1 

13.3 

12.5 

42.3 

18.0 

20.8 

1974 . 

7.5 

9.3 

15.2 

48.8 

18.4 

26.5 

1975 . 

139 

16.8 

24.6 

684 

280 

41.5 

1976 . 

107 

20.0 

18.2 

51.3 

25.6 

61.2 

1977 . 

9.0 

84 

174 

41.2 

21  8 

46.3 

1978 . 

98 

96 

17.5 

39  1 

24.5 

52.0 

1979 . 

7.0 

5.0 

16.4 

31.5 

27.3 

36.4 

1980 . 

5.9 

2.7 

21.6 

37.9 

2  27.7 

46.6 

10-year  weighted 
average . 

9.5 

11.6 

171_ 

44.3 

220 

41.5 

1  Apparent  Consumption = Net  Domestic  Shipments  plus 
Imports  minus  Exports. 

2  The  figure  of  277  percent  which  appears  here  has  been 
revised  downward  since  the  publication  of  the  first  re  view 
due  to  revisions  in  U.S.  Census  Data.  This  revision  does  not 
alter  the  existence  ol  surges  previously  announced  for  this 
product  category. 

Sources 


Imports:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce.  Bureau  of  the 
Census.  IM146. 

Exports:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce.  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  EM546. 

Shipments:  American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute,  AIS10-S  and 
AIS10.  Data  Reflect  net  shipments,  excluding  shipments  to 
reportiing  companies. 


|FR  Doc.  81-19369  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

Die  Presses  From  Italy;  Final  Results 
of  Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  final  results  of 
administrative  review  of  countervailing 
duty  order. 

SUMMARY:  On  May  14, 1981,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  published  the 
preliminary  results  of  its  administrative 
review  of  the  countervailing  duty  order 
on  die  presses  from  Italy.  The  review 
covered  the  period  January  1, 1980 
through  December  31, 1980. 

Interested  parties  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  written  or  oral 
comments.  We  received  no  comments. 
Therefore,  we  have  determined  the  net 
amount  of  the  subsidy  to  be  the  full 
value  of  the  rebate  for  this  product 
under  Italian  Law  639. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Paul  J.  McGarr,  Office  of  Compliance, 
Room  2803,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-1167). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  June  10, 1974,  a  final 
countervailing  duty  determination  on  die 
presses  from  Italy,  T.D.  74-165,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
20369). 

On  April  3, 1980,  the  International 
Trade  Commission  ("the  ITC”)  notified 
the  Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
Department”)  that  an  injury 
determination  for  this  order  had  been 
requested  under  section  104(b)  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1979  ("the 
TAA”).  Therefore,  following  the 
requirements  of  that  section,  liquidation 
was  suspended  on  April  3, 1980,  on  all 
shipments  of  such  merchandise  entered, 
or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  that  date. 

On  May  14, 1981,  the  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  "Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order”  on  die 
presses  from  Italy  (46  FR  26671).  The 
Department  has  now  completed  its 
administrative  review  of  that 
countervailing  duty  order. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are  die 
presses  imported  directly  or  indirectly 
from  Italy.  These  imports  are  currently 
classifiable  under  item  number  678.5085 
of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  Annotated. 

The  review  covered  the  period 
January  1, 1980  through  December  31, 
1980,  and  was  limited  to  rebates  granted 
under  Italian  Law  639  of  July  5, 1964, 
which  was  the  only  program  found 
countervailable  in  the  final 
determination. 

Final  Results  of  the  Review 

Since  we  have  received  no  comments, 
the  final  results  of  our  review  are  the 
same  as  those  presented  in  the 
preliminary  results  of  the  review.  The 
stated  purpose  of  Italian  Law  639  is  to 
rebate  customs  duties  and  certain 
indirect  taxes  on  the  export  of  products 
containing  iron  and  steel.  No  evidence 
was  presented  in  this  case  to 
demonstrate  the  requisite  linkage 
between  the  incidence  of  customs  duties 
and  certain  indirect  taxes  on  various 
inputs  of  this  merchandise  and  the 
amount  of  the  rebate. 

Therefore,  we  determine  that  the  full 
value  of  the  rebate  for  this  product. 


which  is  20  lire  per  kilogram,  is  the  rate 
of  net  subsidy  conferred  upon  producers 
exporting  to  the  United  States  for  the 
period  January  1, 1980  through 
December  31, 1980. 

The  U.S.  Customs  Service  shall  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  20  lire  per 
kilogram  on  all  unliquidated  entries  of 
this  merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or 
after  January  1, 1980,  and  prior  to  April 
3, 1980. 

The  provisions  of  T.D.  74-165  and  of 
section  303(a)(5)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(“the  Tariff  Act”),  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  TAA,  apply  to  all  entries  prior  to 
January  1, 1980.  Accordingly,  the 
Customs  Service  shall  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  15.74  lire  per 
kilogram,  the  amount  set  forth  in  T.D. 
74-165,  on  all  unliquidated  entries  of  this 
merchandise  which  were  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

In  addition,  should  the  ITC  find  that 
there  is  material  injury  or  likelihood  of 
material  injury  to  an  industry  in  the 
United  States,  the  Department  will 
instruct  the  Customs  Service  to  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  20  lire  per 
kilogram  on  all  unliquidated  entries  of 
die  presses  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after 
April  3, 1980,  and  exported  on  or  before 
December  31, 1980.  Liquidation  shall 
continue  to  be  suspended  on  entries 
made  on  or  after  April  3, 1980,  until  the 
Department  is  notified  of  a 
determination  by  the  ITC. 

Further,  as  required  by  section 
751(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act,  the  Customs 
Service  shall  collect  a  cash  deposit  of 
estimated  countervailing  duties  of  20  lire 
per  kilogram  on  all  shipments  entered, 
or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  these  final  results. 

This  deposit  requirement  will  remain 
in  effect  until  publication  of  the  final 
results  of  the  next  administrative 
review.  The  Department  intends  to 
conduct  the  next  review  by  the  end  of 
July,  1982. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
and  §  355.41  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  355.41). 

Gary  N.  Horlick, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  for  Imported 
Administration. 


June  29, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19524  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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National  Telecommunications  and 
Information  Administration 

Electromagnetic  Radiation 
Management  Advisory  Council: 

Meeting  Change 

A  notice  of  the  Electromagnetic 
Radiation  Management  Advisory 
Council  appeared  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Volume  46,  No.  123,  Page  33068, 
dated  June  26, 1981.  The  dates  of  this 
meeting  have  been  changed  to  July  15- 
16.  Meeting  place  changes  to  the  Joseph 
Henry  Building,  21st  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  Extensive  questions  or 
comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  before  July  13, 1981. 

The  principal  agenda  items  will 
include  a  review  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency’s  program,  as  well  as 
the  status  accomplishments,  and  plans 
for  the  U.S.-U.S.S.R.  collaborative 
program.  Future  plans  affecting  ERMAC 
objectives  will  also  be  discussed. 

All  other  arrangements  remain  as 
announced  June  26, 1981. 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

Cloyd  C.  Dodson, 

Committee  Liaison  Officer,  National 
Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19519  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-60-M 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Export  Visa  Requirement  for  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  and 
Apparel  Products  From  the  Dominican 
Republic 

June  29. 1981. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
ACTION:  Establishing  a  new  export  visa 
requirement  for  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textiles  and  apparel  exported 
from  the  Dominican  Republic. 

summary:  The  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Dominican 
Republic  have  exchanged  letters 
establishing  an  export  visa  requirement 
for  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textiles  and  apparel  in  Categories  300- 
369,  400-469  and  600-669,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  the  Dominican 
Republic,  which  are  subject  to  the  terms 
of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man- 
Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of 
August  7  and  8, 1979,  as  amended, 
between  the  two  governments. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  August  14. 
1981,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption,  withdrawal  from 


warehouse  for  consumption,  of  cotton, 
wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile  and 
apparel  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  the  Dominican 
Republic  and  exported  on  and  after 
August  14, 1981  for  which  the 
Government  of  the  Dominican  Republic 
has  not  issued  an  appropriate  export 
visa  will  be  prohibited.  Textile  and 
apparel  products  exported  from  the 
Dominican  Republic  before  August  14, 
1981  will  not  be  denied  entry  for  lack  of 
a  visa. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  J.  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202/377-4212). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

export  visa  will  be  an  original  circular 
stamped  marking  in  blue  ink  on  the  front 
of  the  invoice  (Special  Customs  Invoice 
Form  5515,  successor  document,  or 
commercial  invoice  when  such  form  it 
used)  and  will  be  signed  by  an  official  of 
the  Government  of  the  Dominican 
Republic.  In  addition,  each  visa  will 
include  its  number,  the  date  and  shall 
state  the  correct  categories  and 
quantities  in  the  shipment  in  the 
applicable  category  units.  If  the  quantity 
indicated  on  the  export  visa  is  more 
than  the  acutal  quantity  of  the  shipment, 
entry  will  be  permitted.  A  facsimile  of 
the  export  visa  is  published  as  an 
enclosure  to  the  letter  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  which  follows 
this  notice. 

Merchandise  in  Categories  300-369, 
400-469  and  600-669  imported  for  the 
personal  use  of  the  importer,  not  for 
resale,  does  not  require  a  visa, 
regardless  of  value. 

The  officials  authorized  by  the 
Government  of  the  Dominican  Republic 
to  issue  export  visas  are  the  following: 

Susana  Cabrera 
Jose  Ceron 
Luis  M.  Kalaff 
Alvaro  Messina 
Silvestre  Pena 

Interested  parties  are  advised  to  take 
all  necessary  steps  to  insure  that  cotton, 
wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile  and 
apparel  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  the  Dominican 
Republic,  which  are  to  be  entered  into 
the  United  States  for  consumption  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  will  meet  the  stated  visa 
requirements. 

The  letter  published  below  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 


to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs 
establishes  the  new  visa  mechanism. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

United  States  Department  of  Commerce. 

International  Trade  Administration 
Washington.  D.C..  June  29.  1981. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements.  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

Washington.  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner  Under  the  terms  of 
the  Arrangement  Regarding  International 
Trade  in  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  on 
December  20, 1973.  as  extended  on  December 
15, 1977;  pursuant  to  the  Bilateral  Cotton. 

Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  August  7  and  8. 1979.  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Dominican  Republic: 
and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3. 1972.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11951  of 
January  6, 1977.  you  are  directed  to  prohibit, 
effective  on  August  14.1981  and  until  further 
notice,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton,  wool 
and  man-made  fiber  textile  and  apparel 
products  in  Categories  300-369.  400-469  and 
600-669.  produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
Dominican  Republic  and  exported  on  and 
after  August  14. 1981  for  which  the 
Government  of  the  Dominican  Republic  has 
not  issued  an  appropriate  export  visa,  filly 
described  below.  Merchandise  exported 
before  the  effective  date  of  this  directive 
shall  be  permitted  entry  without  a  visa. 

The  export  visa  will  be  an  original  circular 
stamp  in  blue  ink  on  the  front  of  the  invoice 
(Special  Customs  Invoice  Form  55i5. 
successor  document,  or  commercial  invoice 
when  that  form  is  used)  and  will  be  signed  by 
an  official  of  the  Government  of  the 
Dominican  Republic.  It  will  also  include  its 
number,  the  date  and  show  the  correct 
categories  and  quantities  in  the  shipment  in 
the  applicable  category  units:  otherwise, 
entry  will  be  denied.  However,  if  the  quantity 
indicated  on  the  visa  is  more  than  that  of  the 
shipment,  entry  shall  be  permitted. 

Merchandise  for  the  personal  use  of  the 
importer  and  not  for  resale  does  not  require  a 
visa,  regardless  of  value. 

You  are  further  directed  to  permit  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  designated  shipments  of  cotton,  wool  and/ 
or  man-made  fiber  textile  and  apparel 
products,  produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
Dominican  Republic,  notwithstanding  the 
designated  shipment  or  shipments  do  not 
fulfill  the  aforementioned  visa  requirements, 
whenever  requested  to  do  so  in  writing  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  28, 1980  (45  FR  13172).  as  amended 
on  April  23. 1980  (45  FR  27463).  August  12. 
1980  (45  FR  53506)  December  24.  1980  (45  FR 
85142)  and  May  5.  1981  (46  FR  25121). 
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In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
to  include  entry  for  consumption  into  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Dominican  Republic  and 
with  respect  to  imports  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  from  the 
Dominican  Republic  have  been  determined 
by  the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore, 
these  directions  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  which  are  necessary  for  the 
implementation  of  such  actions,  fall  within 
the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the  rule- 
making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Enclosure. 

VISA  FOR  COTTON.  WOOL  AND  MAN-MADE  FIBER 
TEXTILES  AND  APPAREL  EXPORTED  FROM  THE 
DOMINICAN  REPUBLIC  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES 


(FR  Him:  B1-19390  Filed  7-1-B1:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-C 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1981  Addition; 
Janitorial  Services 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Addition  to  procurement  list. 

summary:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1981  a  service  to  be 
provided  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severely  handicapped. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped.  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
24, 1981,  the  Committee  for  Purchase 
from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped  published  a  notice  (46  FR 
23281)  of  proposed  addition  to  __ 
Procurement  List  1981,  November  12, 
1980  (45  FR  74836). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  service  listed  below 
is  suitable  for  procurement  by  the 
Federal  Government  under  41  U.S.C.  46- 
48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  service  is 
hereby  added  to  Procurement  List  1981: 
SIC  7349 

Janitorial  Service,  USDA  Forest  Service, 
Sequoia  National  Forest,  Smith 
Building  (New  Wing  Only),  900  W. 
Grand  Avenue,  Porterville,  California 
C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19469  Filed  7-1-B1: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-23-M 


Procurement  List  1981  Proposed 
Addition;  Pallets 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Proposed  addition  to 
procurement  list. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
a  proposal  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1981  a  cqjnmodity  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 

before:  August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped.  2009  14th  Street  North. 
Suite  610,  Arlington.  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher.  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 


Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  listed  below 
from  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodity  to  Procurement  List  1981. 
November  12. 1980  (45  FR  74836): 

CLASS  3990 

Pallet,  Wood  Block  Construction,  4-way 
entry,  24"  x  20"  3990-00-NSH-0005 
(Requirements  for  New  Cumberland, 
PA  Army  Depot  Only). 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19470  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-33-M 

Procurement  List  1981  Proposed 
Deletions;  Floor  Wax,  etc. 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Proposed  deletions  from 
procurement  list. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
proposals  to  delete  from  Procurement 
List  1981  a  commodities  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
BEFORE:  August  5. 1981. 

address:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

It  is  proposed  to  delete  the  following 
commodities  from  Procurement  List 
1981,  November  12.  1980  (45  FR  74836): 

CLASS  7930 
Wax,  Floor 
7930-00-205-2870 
7930-00-141-5888 
7930-00-205-2871 
CLASS  8465 
Club,  Policeman’s 
8465-00-641-8551 
C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19471  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-33-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army 
Intent 

To  Prepare  a  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the 
Proposed  Acme  Fill  Corporation 
Sanitary  Landfill  Expansion,  Regulatory 
Permit  Application  No.  13881E59,  Contra 
Costa  County,  California. 

Agency:  San  Francisco  District,  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of 
Defense. 

Action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Summary:  1.  Proposed  Action:  The 
Acme  Fill  Corporation,  Martinez, 
California  has  applied  for  a  Department 
of  the  Army  permit  under  Section  10  of 
the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  1899  (33 
U.S.C.  403)  and  Section  404  of  the  Clean 
Water  Act,  as  amended  (33  U.S.C.  1344), 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  two 
levees  and  the  filling  of  approximately 
200  acres  of  land  with  compacted  solid 
wastes.  The  project  site  is  adjacent  to 
Pacheco  Creek  and  the  Walnut  Creek 
Flood  Control  Channel  near  the  City  of 
Martinez,  Contra  Costa  County, 
California.  The  proposed  expansion  of 
Acme  Fill  Corporation's  sanitary  landfill 
would  provide  a  disposal  area  for 
domestic,  commercial,  and  industrial 
solid  wastes  from  central  Contra  Costa 
County  for  approximately  twenty  years. 
Acme  Fill  Corporation’s  current 
application  is  a  revision  of  a  previous 
application  which  was  announced  in 
San  Francisco  District  Public  Notice  No. 
12517-10  dated  29  December  1978.  The 
San  Francisco  District,  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers  and  the  Contra  Costa 
County  Planning  Department  will 
prepare  a  joint  federal/state 
environmental  impact  document  for  the 
proposed  project. 

2.  Alternatives:  The  alternatives  being 
considered  at  this  time  are: 

a.  No  action  (permit  denial). 

i.  Alternative  landfill  location. 

ii.  Alternative  means  of  disposal. 

b.  Project  as  proposed  by  applicant. 

c.  Project  as  proposed  by  applicant 
with  off-site  mitigation  of  adverse 
impacts  on  fish  and  wildlife  resources. 

d.  Reduced  landfill  area  with  on-site 
mitigation  of  adverse  impacts  on  fish 
and  wildlife  resources. 

Additional  alternatives  identified 
during  the  scoping  process  will  also  be 
considered. 

3.  Scoping  Process: 

a.  A  scoping  meeting  will  be  held  on 
22  July  1981  in  the  Chambers  of  the 
Contra  Costa  County  Board  of 
Supervisors,  County  Administration 
Building,  Pine  and  Escobar  Streets. 
Martinez,  California  at  7:00  PM. 


Government  agencies,  public  and 
private  interest  groups,  and  the  public 
are  invited  to  participate  in  the  scoping 
process  by  attending  the  meeting  or  by 
submitting  written  comments.  The 
purpose  of  the  scoping  meeting  will  be 
to  identify  significant  issues  and 
alternatives  to  be  considered  in  depth  in 
the  DEIS. 

b.  The  significant  issues  which  have 
been  identified  to  date  and  which  will 
be  analyzed  in  the  DEIS  include:  (1)  The 
destruction  of  wetland  habitat  for  a  non¬ 
water-dependent  purpose,  (2)  Adverse 
noise,  odor,  traffic,  and  aesthetic 
impacts  upon  adjacent  land  uses.  (3) 

The  destruction  of  recyclable  or 
combustible  solid  wastes,  and  (4) 
Adverse  impacts  on  public  health  and 
safety.  Additional  significant  issues 
identified  during  the  scoping  process 
will  also  be  analyzed. 

c.  Environmental  review  and 
consultation  as  required  by  Sections  401 
and  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act,  as 
amended  (33  U.S.C.  1341  and  1344), 
Section  307(c)  of  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act  of  1972,  as  amended 
(16  U.S.C.  1456(c)),  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act  (16  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.), 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  470),  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973  (16  U.S.C.  1531  et 
seq.),  Executive  Order  11988, 

“Floodplain  Management,”  24  May  1977. 
Executive  Order  11990,  “Protection  of 
Wetlands,”  24  May  1977,  and  other 
statutes  or  regulations  will  be  conducted 
concurrently  with  the  NEPA  process. 

4.  It  is  estimated  that  the  DEIS  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  on  or  about 
15  December  1981. 

5.  Questions  regarding  the  scoping 
process  or  preparation  of  the  DEIS  may 
be  referred  to  Scott  Miner, 

Environmental  Branch,  San  Francisco 
District,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
211  Main  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California,  94105  (415-556-6325). 

General  questions  concerning  the 
processing  of  the  permit  application  may 
be  referred  to  Bernard  Lewis,  Regulatory 
Functions  Branch  (415-556-6980)  at  the 
same  address. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Paul  Bazilwich,  Jr., 

Colonel.  CE.  Commanding. 

|KR  Doc.  81-19490  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3710-FS-M 


Department  of  the  Navy 

Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive 
Panel  Advisory  Committee;  Closed 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 


U.  S.C.  App.  I),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Long  Range  Planning  Sub-Panel 
of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (CNOJ 
Executive  Panel  Advisory  Committee 
will  meet  on  July  20  and  21, 1981,  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  each  day,  at  2000 
North  Beauregard  Street.  Alexandria. 
Virginia.  All  sessions  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

The  entire  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
consist  of  discussions  of  matters 
involving  threat  asessments  and 
probable  technologies  related  to  the 
future  missions  of  the  Navy,  extending 
into  the  twenty-first  century.  These 
matters  constitute  classified  information 
that  is  specifically  authorized  by 
Executive  order  to  be  kept  secret  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense  and  is.  in 
fact,  properly  classified  pursuant  to  such 
Executive  order.  Accordingly  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  determined  in 
writing  that  the  public  interest  requires 
that  all  sessions  of  the  meeting  be 
closed  to  the  public  because  they  will  be 
concerned  with  matters  listed  in  section 
552b(c)(l)  of  tide  5,  United  States  Code. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  meeting,  contact:  Commander 
Andris  Dambekaln,  Program  Planner. 
CNO  Long  Range  Planning  Croup,  2000 
North  Beauregard  Street,  Room  568, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22311.  Telephone 
number  (202)  694-8422. 

Dated:  July  1.  1981. 

P.B.  Walker, 

Captain.  /ACC.  U.S.  Navy.  Alternate  Fetiera! 
Register  Liaison  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19719  Filed  7-1-81:  9:42  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3810-71-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Office  of  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy 

ICase  No.  F-0021 

Energy  Conservation  Program  for 
Consumer  Products;  Granting  of 
Waiver  of  Furnace  Test  Procedures 
Upon  Petition  of  Hydrotherm 
Incorporated 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Decision  and  Order. 

SUMMARY:  Today’s  Decision  and  Order 
grants  Hydrotherm  Incorporated  a 
waiver  from  the  existing  DOE  test 
procedures  for  fumances.  Specifically, 
today’s  order  permits  the  use  by 
Hydrotherm  of  alternate  procedures  to 
allow  accurate  measuring  of  the 
efficiency  of  a  pluse  combustion/ 
condensing  furnace  manfacturered  by 
the  company 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2,  1981. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

|ames  A.  Smith,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Office  of  Conservation  and 
Renewable  Energy,  Room  GH-065, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585. 
(202)  252-9127,  Eugene  Margolis,  Esq., 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  Room  6B-128, 

Forrestal  Building.  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW,  Washington,  D  C.  20585. 
(202)  252-9510. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Energy  Conservation  Program  for 
Consumer  Products  was  established 
pursuant  to  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-163,  as 
amended  by  the  National  Energy 
Conservation  Policy  Act,  Pub.  L.  95-619, 
which  requires  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  to  prescribe  standardized 
test  procedures  to  measure  the  energy 
consumption  of  certain  consumer 
products,  including  furnaces.  The  intent 
of  the  test  procedures  is  to  provide  a 
comparable  measure  of  energy 
consumption  that  will  assist  consumers 
in  making  purchase  decisions.  These 
test  procedures  appear  at  10  CFR  Part 
430,  Subpart  B. 

The  Department  of  Energy,  on 
September  18, 1980  (45  FR  64108,  Sept. 

26, 1980),  amended  the  prescribed  test 
procedure  regulations  to  allow  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Conservation 
and  Renewable  Energy  to  waive 
temporarily  test  procedures  for  a 
particular  basic  model  when  a  petitioner 
shows  that  the  basic  model  contains  one 
or  more  design  characteristics  which 
either  prevent  testing  of  the  basic  model 
according  to  the  prescribed  test 
procedures  or  the  precribed  test 
procedures  may-evaluate  the  basic 
model  in  a  manner  so  unrepresentative 
of  its  true  energy  consumption 
characteristics  as  to  provide  materially 
inaccurate  comparative  date. 

On  November  21, 1980,  Hydrotherm 
Incorporated  file  a  “Petition  for  Waiver" 
in  accordance  with  section  430.27  of  10 
CFR.  Part  430.  DOE  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980 
the  Hydrotherm  petition  and  solicited 
comments,  data,  and  information 
respecting  the  content  of  the  petition  (45 
FR  86526).  By  letters  dated  January  6, 
1981.  Hydrotherm  notified  all  known 
manufacturers  of  domestically  marketed 
furnaces  of  a  similar  design.  Comments 
were  received  from  Slant/Fin 
Corporation  and  Lennox  industries, 
manufacturers  of  furnaces.  The 
comments  were  sent  to  the  petitioner  on 
Fegbruary  9, 1981,  and  Hydrotherm 
responded  to  them  by  letter  to  DOE  on 
February  13, 1981.  DOE  consulted  with 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  on  April 


24,  1981  concerning  the  petition  from 
Hydrotherm. 

The  Hydrotherm  petition  contends 
that  even  though  the  DOE  test 
procedures  for  furnaces  were  amended 
to  allow  testing  of  pulse  combustion/ 
condensing  boilers  (45  FR  53714,  Aug.  12, 
1980),  the  use  of  the  amended 
procedures  will  provide  materially 
inaccurate  comparative  data  when 
applied  to  the  pulse  combustion/ 
condensing  ("Hydro-Pulse")  boiler 
manufactured  by  the  company. 
Specifically,  Hydrotherm  asserts  that 
the  DOE  test  procedures  do  not 
accurately  measure  the  significant 
increment  of  efficiency  improvement 
which  is  achieved  by  a  Hydro-Pulse 
boiler  in  the  extraction  of  latent  heat  by 
condensing  the  water  vapor  contained 
in  the  flue  gas.  The  existing  test 
procedures  for  condensing  furnaces 
predict  the  incremental  efficiency 
improvement  due  to  condensation  by 
measuring  flue  gas  temperatures.  When 
these  procedures  are  applied  to  the 
Hydro-Pulse  boiler,  little  or  no 
condensation  is  predicted  due  to  high 
flue  gas  temperatures.  Hydrotherm 
states  in  its  petition  that  “the  DOE  test 
procedure  as  applied  to  a  Hydro-Pulse 
boiler  either  understates  the  amount  of 
condensate  or  indicates  that  there  is  no 
condensate  when,  in  fact,  a  significant 
amount  of  condensate  has  been 
collected  [during  the  test).”  Hydrotherm 
argues  that  the  collected  condensate  is 
more  representative  of  the  amount  of 
condensing  that  will  occur  in  an  actual 
installation  than  the  amount  of 
condensing  predicted  in  the  test  , 
procedures  using  flue  gas  temperatures. 

In  its  petition,  Hydrotherm  requests 
that  DOE  allow  testing  of  the  Hydro- 
Pulse  boiler  by  a  direct  condensate 
measurement  method  which  was 
suggested  by  the  American  Gas 
Association  (AGA)  to  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards,  (NBS).  These 
procedures  allow  determinations  of  the 
efficiency  improvement  due  condensing 
furnaces  by  actually  measuring  the 
amount  of  condensate  collected  during  a 
number  of  test  cycles. 

Lennox  Industries  stated  it  agrees 
with  the  claims  found  in  the  Hydrotherm 
“Petition  for  Waiver”  and  supports  the 
granting  of  a  waiver.  Slant/Fin 
Corporation,  however,  commented  that 
the  waiver  should  be  denied  because  the 
present  test  procedures  are  fair  and 
adequate.  Slant/Fin  contends  the  test 
method  that  Hydrotherm  desires  would 
allow  the  use  of  35°F  return  water 
temperature,  which  is  unrealistic,  and 
would  result  in  higher  flue  gas 
condensation  than  would  otherwise 
occur  under  typical  use.  Thus,  according 


to  Slant/Fin.  the  reported  efficiency 
would  be  improperly  inflated.  Since 
Hydrotherm’s  “Petition  for  Waiver" 
proposes  to  follow  the  existing  DOE  test 
procedures  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
return  water  temperature  at  120°F,  this 
contention  is  rejected. 

Upon  the  request  of  DOE,  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  has  evaluated  the 
existing  DOE  test  procedures  as  applied 
to  the  Hydro-Pulse  boiler  and  found  that 
the  efficiency  improvement  attributable 
to  the  condensing  mode  of  operation 
could  be  understated,  as  claimed  by 
Hydrotherm.  DOE  considers  that  the 
incremental  efficiency  improvement  due 
to  condensation  is  material  in  this  case 
because  it  represents  an  improvement  at 
the  high  end  of  the  efficiency  scale  and 
will  provide  an  efficiency  over  90%  for 
the  first  time  in  the  furnace  industry.  It 
is  expected  that  this  decision  will 
encourage  other  manufacturers  to 
develop  and  market  units  of  equal  or 
better  efficiencies.  Consequently, 
today's  Decision  and  Order  allows 
Hydrotherm  to  use  the  existing  test 
procedures  with  modifications  which 
will  allow  Hydrotherm  to  determine  the 
efficiency  improvement  attributable  to 
the  condensing  mode  by  a  direct 
measurement  method.  However,  NBS 
has  advised  that  today’s  modifications 
may  conceivably  result  in  differing 
laboratory  measurements  of  the  amount 
of  condensate  collected.  NBS,  at  this 
time,  has  not  completed  the  research 
necessary  to  recommend  test  set-up  and 
test  procedure  provisions  that  would 
avoid  all  potential  inaccuracies. 
Therefore,  to  forestall  this  possibility, 
today's  decision  limits  the  use  of  this 
alternative  procedure,  i.e.,  condensate 
collection,  to  a  testing  laboratory, 
independent  of  control  or  ownership  by 
the  petitioner. 

Today's  Decision  and  Order  is 
granted  to  provide  temporary  relief  for  a 
particular  test  procedure  related 
problem.  A  rulemaking  will  follow 
which  will  allow  all  interested  parties  to 
analyze  further  the  incremental 
efficiency  improvement  due  to 
condensation. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
therefore  ordered  that:  (1)  The  “Petition 
for  Waiver"  filed  by  Hydrotherm 
Incorporated  on  November  21, 1980,  is 
hereby  granted  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph 
(2)  below,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (3).  (4),  (5),  (6),  (7),  (8)  and 
(9). 

(2)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provisions  of  10  CF'R,  Part  430, 
Hydrotherm  Incorporated  shall  be 
permitted  to  test  its  Hydro-Pulse  boiler 
at  a  testing  laboratory,  independent  of 
control  or  ownership  by  the  petitioner, 
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on  the  basis  of  the  test  procedures 
specified  in  10  CFR,  Part  430,  Appendix 
N,  with  the  modifications  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  (3),  (4)  and  (5)  below. 

(3)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  430,  a  testing 
laboratory,  independent  of  control  or 
ownership  by  the  petitioner,  shall  be 
test  a  Hydro-Pulse  boiler  under  the 
following  conditions: 

(a)  The  test  unit  shall  be  installed 
according  to  the  requirements  given  in 
section  2  of  the  existing  test  procedures. 

(b)  Control  devices  shall  be  installed 
to  allow  cyclical  operation  of  the  unit 
and  return  water  as  described  in  section 
3.3  of  the  existing  test  procedures. 

(c)  The  test  unit  shall  be  leveled  prior 
to  test. 

(d)  Operation  times  and  beginning  and 
end  of  condensate  collection  shall  be 
determined  by  a  clock  or  timer  with  a 
minimum  resolution  to  one  second. 

(e)  Control  of  on  or  off  operation 
actions  shall  be  within  ±6  seconds  of 
the  scheduled  time. 

(f)  Condensate  drain  lines  shall  be 
attached  to  the  unit  as  specified  in  the 
manufacturer’s  installation  instructions. 

(g)  The  flue  pipe  installation  must  not 
allow  condensate  formed  in  the  flue  pipe 
to  flow  back  into  the  unit.  An  initial 
downward  slope  from  the  unit’s  exit,  an 
offset  with  a  drip  leg,  annular  collection 
rings,  or  drain  holes  must  be  included  in 
the  flue  pipe  installation  without 
distrubing  normal  flue  gas  flow  (as  given 
in  section  2.2),  and  temperature 
measurement  instrumentation  (as  given 
in  section  2.6).  Flue  gases  shall  not  flow 
out  of  the  drain  with  the  condensate. 

(h)  Collection-containers  must  be 
glass  or  polished  stainless  steel,  so 
removal  of  interior  deposits  can  be 
easily  made. 

(i)  The  collection-container  shall  have 
a  vent  opening  to  the  atmosphere. 

(j)  The  scale  for  measuring  the 
containers  and  condensate  sample  mass 
shall  be  calibrated  with  an  error  no 
larger  than  ±0.5  percent  over  the  range 
of  interest. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  430,  a  testing 
laboratory,  independent  of  control  or 
ownership  by  the  petitioner,  shall  use 
the  following  method  to  test  a  Hydro- 
Pulse  boiler: 

(a)  The  condensing  furnace  or  boiler  is 
to  have  steady-state,  cool-down,  and 
heat-up  tests  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  for  non-condensing 
units  given  in  section  3  of  the  existing 
test  procedures,  using  the  flue  gas,  air  or 
water  flow,  and  room  ambient 
conditions  given. 

(b)  The  condensate  collection 
containers  shall  be  dried  prior  to  each 


use  and  be  at  room  ambient  temperature 
prior  to  a  sample  collection. 

(c)  Tare  weight  of  the  collection- 
container  must  be  measured  and  . 
recorded  prior  to  each  sample  collection. 

(d)  Operating  times  for  on  and  off 
cycles  at  22.5%  on  time  schedule  shall 
be:  9  minutes  41  seconds  on  and  33 
minutes  16  seconds  off. 

(e)  The  unit  should  be  operated  in  a 
cyclical  manner  until  flue  gas 
temperatures  at  the  end  of  each  on-cycle 
are  within  5°F  (2.8°C)  of  each  other  for 
two  consecutive  cycles. 

(f)  Begin  the  three  test  cycles. 

(g)  Return  water  temperature  for 
boilers  or  return  air  temperature  for 
furnaces  shall  be  equal  to  those  required 
for  steady-state  test  periods,  and  shall 
remain  within  the  limits  given  in  the 
existing  test  procedure. 

(h)  Begin  condensate  collection  at  one 
minute  before  start  up  of  the  first  test 
on-period. 

(i)  Three  cycles  later,  the  container 
shall  be  removed  at  the  end  of  the  cool 
down  cycle  one  minute  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  what  would  be  the  fourth 
cycle  period. 

(j)  Condensate  mass  shall  be 
measured  immediately  at  the  end  of  the 
collection  period  to  prevent  evaporation 
loss  from  the  sample. 

(k)  Fuel  input  shall  be  recorded  during 
the  entire  test  period  starting  at  the 
beginning  of  the  on-time  of  the  first 
cycle  to  the  beginning  of  the  on-time  of 
the  second  cycle,  etc.,  for  each  of  the 
three  test  cycles.  Fuel  Higher  Heating 
Value  (HHV),  temperature  and 
pressures  necessary  for  determining  fuel 
energy  input,  Qc,  will  be  observed  and 
recorded.  The  fuel  quantity  and  HHV 
shall  be  measured  with  errors  no  greater 
than  one  percent. 

(5)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  430,  a  testing 
laboratory,  independent  of  control  or 
ownership  by  the  petitioner,  shall  be 
permitted  in  testing  a  Hydro-Pulse  boiler 
to  calculate  the  condensing  Annual  Fuel 
Utilization  Efficiency  (AFUE)  by  use  of 
the  following  steps: 

(a)  Determine  the  mass  of  condensate 
for  three  cycles,  mc,  by  subtracting  the 
tare  container  weight  from  the  total 
container  and  condensate  weight  at  end 
of  the  three  cycles  of  operation. 

(b)  Calculate  the  fuel  energy  input 
during  the  three  cycles,  Qc,  in  Btu/(3 
cycles). 

(c)  Calculate  the  heat  gain  due  to 
condensation,  Lc,  in  percent  by  the 
following  equation: 

.  mc(lbm/(3  cycle)) X  1053.3  (Btu/lbm)Xl00 
Qc  (Btu/(3  cycles)) 

(d)  Calculate  the  loss,  L*,  due  to  hot 
condensate  going  down  the  drain, 


correcting  for  the  fact  that  this 
condensate  did  not  go  up  the  flue  as 
heated  vapor. 

,  _  Ucll  O  (T,.— 70)  -.45  (Tf.„  -42)| 

^  1053.3 

(e)  Calculate  the  condensing  AFUE  by 
adding  the  percent  heat  gain  due  to 
condensing,  Lc,  to  the  previously 
calculated  non-condensing  AFUE  and 
by  subtraction  L<.. 

AFUEc= AFUEnc+Tc— Lc 

(6)  With  the  exception  of  the 
modifications  set  forth  in  Paragraph  (3), 
(4)  and  (5)  above,  Hydrotherm  shall 
comply  in  all  respects  with  the  test 
procedures  specified  in  10  CFR,  part  430, 
Appendix  N. 

(7)  The  waiver  shall  remain  in  effect 
only  until  the  Department  of  Energy 
issues  test  procedures  appropriate  to  the 
type  of  condensing  boiler  manufactured 
by  Hydrotherm  and  shall  in  any  event 
expire  (one  year  from  issuance). 

(8)  This  waiver  is  based  upon  the 
presumed  validity  of  statements, 
allegations,  and  documentary  materials 
submitted  by  the  applicant  and 
commerce.  This  waiver  may  be  revoked 
or  modified  at  any  time  upon  a 
determination  that  the  factual  basis 
underlying  the  application  is  incorrect 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  26. 1981. 
Joseph  J.  Tribble, 

Assistant  Secretary  Conservation  and 
Renewable  Energy. 

FR  Doc.  81-19387  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 
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National  Petroleum  Council, 
Hazardous  Wastes  Task  Group  of  the 
Committee  on  Environmental 
Conservation;  Cancellation  of  Meeting 

This  notice  is  given  to  advise  of  the 
cancellation  of  the  sixth  meeting  of  the 
Hazardous  Waste  Task  Group 
announced  in  the  June  16, 1981.  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  (46  FR  31470). 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  25. 
1981. 

Carl  W.  Guidice, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 
June  25, 1981 

(FR  Doc.  81-19388  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


National  Petroleum  Council,  Air  Quality 
Task  Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Air 
Quality  Task  Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation  will  meet 
in  July  1981.  The  National  Petroleum 
Council  was  established  to  provide 
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advice,  information,  and 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  on  matters  relating  to  oil  and 
natural  gas  or  the  oil  and  natural  gas 
industries.  The  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation  will 
analyze  the  environmental  problems  of 
the  oil  and  gas  industries  and  the  impact 
of  current  environmental  control 
regulations  on  the  availability  and  costs 
of  petroleum  products  and  natural  gas. 

Its  analysis  and  findings  will  be  based 
on  information  and  data  to  be  gathered 
by  the  various  task  groups.  The  time, 
location  and  agenda  of  the  Air  Quality 
Task  Group  meeting  follows: 

The  Air  Quality  Task  Group  will  hold 
its  fifth  meeting  on  Wednesday,  July  1, 
1981,  starting  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the 
Executive  Chamber  II,  The  Madison 
Hotel,  Fifteenth  and  M  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
follows: 

1.  Discuss  Task  Group  assignments. 

2.  Review  preliminary  draft  sections 
of  the  Task  Group  report. 

3.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Air 
Quality  Task  Group. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Air  Quality  Task  Group 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  Air  Quality  Task  Group  will  be 
permitted  to  do  so,  either  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  should 
inform  G.  J.  Parker,  Office  of  Oil  and 
Natural  Gas,  Fossil  Energy,  202/633- 
8383,  prior  to  the  meeting  and 
reasonable  provision  wili  be  made  for 
their  appearance  on  the  agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room,  Room  IE-190,  DOE,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  25, 
1981. 

Carl  W.  Guidice, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 
June  25, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19517  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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National  Petroleum  Council, 
Environmental  Protection  Task  Group 
of  the  Committee  on  Arctic  Oil  and 
Gas  Resources;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Environmental  Protection  Task  Group  of 
the  Committee  on  Arctic  Oil  and  Gas 
Resources  will  meet  in  July  1981.  The 
National  Petroleum  Council  was 
established  to  provide  advice, 
information,  and  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  on  matters 
relating  to  oil  and  natural  gas  or  the  oil 
and  natural  gas  industries.  The 
Committee  on  Arctic  Oil  and  Gas 
Resources  will  analyze  the  various 
issues  bearing  on  expeditious  resource 
development  of  this  promising  frontier 
area.  Its  analysis  and  findings  will  be 
based  on  information  and  data  to  be 
gathered  by  the  various  task  groups.  The 
time,  location  and  agenda  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Task  Group 
meeting  follows: 

The  fifth  meeting  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Task  Group  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  28, 1981,  starting  at  10:00 
a.m.,  and  Wednesday,  July  29, 1981, 
starting  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  the  Quadrant 
Room  of  the  Captain  Cook  Hotel,  Fifth 
and  K  Streets,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
follows: 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  the 
Chairman  and  Government  Cochairman. 

2.  Review  and  discussion  of  the  draft 
Task  Group  report. 

3.  Discussion  of  the  timetable  for 
completion  of  the  Task  Group’s  study. 

4.  Discussion  of  any  other  matters 
pertinent  to  the  overall  assignment  from 
the  Secretary. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Environmental 
Protecton  Task  Group  is  empowered  to. 
conduct  the  meeting  in  a  fashion  that 
will,  in  his  judgment,  facilitate  the 
orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  file 
a  written  statement  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Task  Group 
will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  make  oral 
statements  should  inform  G.  J.  Parker, 
Office  of  Oil  and  Natural  Gas,  Fossil 
Energy,  202/633-8383,  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will 
be  made  for  their  appearance  on  the 
agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room,  Room  IE-190,  DOE,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  25, 
1981. 

Carl  W.  Guidice, 

A  ding  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 
June  25, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19518  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders, 
Week  of  June  1  Through  June  5, 1981 

During  the  week  of  June  1  through 
June  5, 1981,  the  decisions  and  orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  appeals  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeals 

Alabama  River  Pulp  Company,  June  1, 1981, 
BEA-0629 

Alabama  River  Pulp  Company  (Alabama) 
filed  an  Appeal  of  a  February  9, 1981 
Decision  and  Order  issued  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration.  That  Decision 
and  Order  denied  an  Application  for 
Entitlements  Benefits  that  Alabama  had 
submitted  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.67(a)(5)(i)(F)  for  its  production  and 
consumption  of  wood  waste  and  black  liquor 
solids.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
determined  that  Alabama  had  not 
demonstrated  that  its  consumption  of  such 
solid  waste  substituted  for  consumption  of 
petroleum  or  petroleum  products  and, 
therefore,  Alabama  did  not  meet  one  of  the 
criteria  for  the  granting  of  such  applications. 
In  addition,  the  DOE  noted  that  the  use  of 
such  waste  was  a  widespread,  historical 
practice  in  the  paper,  pulp  and  lumber 
industry  and,  therefore,  the  artificially  low 
price  of  petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
created  by  the  price  control  of  oil  and  the 
Entitlements  Program,  did  not  create  a 
disincentive  to  such  use.  The  DOE  found  that 
since  a  regulatory  disincentive  did  not  exist, 
the  grant  of  the  firms’s  application  would  be 
contrary  to  the  purpose  of  granting 
entitlements  benefits  for  petroleum 
substitutes  and  the  purposes  of  the  EPAA. 
Accordingly,  the  DOE  determined  that  the 
Appeal  be  denied. 

Getty  Refining  and  Marketing  Company,  June 
5,  1981,  BEA-0507 

Getty  Refining  and  Marketing  Co.,  (GRMC) 
filed  an  Appeal  of  a  September  5, 1980  Final 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  the  OHA 
approved  an  increased  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline  for  Consumers  Service 
Stations  of  4,887,114  gallons  for  the  period 
September  1980  through  September  1981,  and 
directed  GRMC  to  supply  5%  of  the  total 
additional  volume.  The  OHA  found  that  the 
Getty  Appeal  was  not  the  proper  procedural 
avenue  for  contesting  the  terms  of  the 
September  5  Order.  OHA  stated  that  Appeals 
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of  final  decisions  issued  by  OHA  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  D  should  be  filed 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (in  cases  where  an  exception 
application  was  denied)  or  with  a  District 
Court  (if  an  exception  application  was 
granted).  OHA  determined  that  because 
GRMC  was  not  notified  promptly  of  the 
deficiency  in  its  Appeal,  its  submission 
should  not  be  dismissed,  but  rather  treated  as 
a  Motion  for  Reconsideration.  The  OHA 
further  concluded  that  the  GRMC  Motion  for 
Reconsideration  should  be  denied,  stating 
that  there  was  no  merit  to  Getty’s  claims  that 
the  September  5  Order  violated  both  the  DOE 
procedural  regulations  and  procedural  due 
process  requirements. 

Miller  &  Chevalier,  June  3,  1981,  BFA-0667 

Miller  &  Chevalier  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
determination  issued  by  the  Disclosure 
Officer  of  the  Office  of  Special  Counsel  for 
Compliance  which  found  that  DOE  had  no 
documents  responsive  to  the  firm’s  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (FOIA)  Request.  With  its 
Appeal,  the  firm  submitted  copies  of  certain 
documents  that  allegedly  should  have  been 
located  and  identified  as  responsive  to  its 
request.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
reviewed  the  scope  of  the  search  for 
responsive  documents  conducted  by  the 
Disclosure  Officer  and  concluded  that  it  was 
adequate.  The  DOE  noted  that  while  it  may 
be  true  that  the  DOE  or  its  predecessor 
agencies  may  at  one  time  have  had 
responsive  documents,  there  is  no  evidence 
that  the  DOE  is  currently  in  possession  of 
such  documents.  The  DOE  also  found  that, 
contrary  to  Miller  &  Chevalier’s  contention, 
nothing  in  the  FOIA  or  the  DOE  regulations 
implementing  it  requires  the  agency  to 
specify  the  scope  of  the  search  performed 
when  no  documents  are  located.  Accordingly, 
the  Appeal  was  denied. 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  June  4,  1981,  BEA- 
0237 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  filed  an  Appeal  from 
an  Order  issued  to  it  by  the  Region  III  Office 
of  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration  in 
which  Mobil  was  directed  to  supply  H.  L. 

Mills  Petroleum  Products  with  650,000  gallons 
of  motor  gasoline  during  1979  in  order  to 
implement  exception  relief  that  had  been 
extended  to  Mills.  In  considering  the  Appeal, 
the  DOE  found  that  Mobil  had  been  given 
adequate  notice  of  the  exception  request  filed 
by  Mills  and  that  the  Region  III  Order 
provided  adequate  reasons  for  selecting 
Mobil  as  a  supplier  for  Mills. 

Squire,  Sanders  8  Dempsey,  June  3,  1981, 

B FA-0861 

The  law  firm  of  Squire,  Sanders  &  Dempsey 
filed  a  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOIA) 
Appeal  from  a  partial  denial  of  its  FOIA 
request  issued  by  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(Assistant  Administrator).  The  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  granted  in  part  the 
firm's  appeal,  holding  that  the  Assistant 
Administrator  (i)  conducted  an  inadequate 
search  for  responsive  documents  which  was 
evidenced  by  his  failure  to  identify  four 
responsive  documents  which  were 
discovered  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 


Appeals  in  its  de  novo  review;  (ii) 
inadequately  justified  his  application  of 
Exemption  4  of  the  FOIA,  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4), 
to  one  document  and;  (iii)  failed  to  cite  an 
exemption  pursuant  to  which  another 
document  was  withheld  and  failed  to  justify 
in  any  manner  his  withholding  of  that 
document.  Accordingly,  the  case  was 
remanded  to  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
a  new  determination. 

Remedial  Orders 

Jerry  Hattar  d.b.a.  Jerry’s  Chevron  Station, 
June  5,  1981,  BRO-1147 
Jerry's  Chevron  Station  objected  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  the  Western 
District  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  issued 
to  the  firm  on  March  18, 1980.  In  the  PRO,  the 
ERA  found  that  Jerry’s  had  charged  prices  in 
excess  of  those  permitted  by  §  212.93(a)(2) 
during  the  audit  period  of  August  1, 1979 
through  November  30, 1979,  and  as  a  result 
overcharged  its  customers  $82,592.02.  The 
DOE  therefore  concluded  that  the  PRO 
should  be  issued  as  a  final  Order,  and  that 
the  provisions  in  the  PRO  requiring  Jerry's  to 
implement  a  price  roll-back  in  order  to  refund 
to  its  retail  customers  the  amounts  by  which 
they  had  been  overcharged  should  be 
modified,  in  light  of  Executive  Order  12287,  to 
require  Jerry’s  to  make  restitution  directly  to 
the  U.S.  Treasury. 

Sharon  Heights  Shell,  June  5, 1981.  BRO-1311 
On  December  9, 1980,  Bob  Oyster  d.b.a. 
Sharon  Heights  Shell  filed  a  Statement  of 
Objections  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
that  the  DOE  Office  of  Enforcement  had 
issued  to  the  firm  on  August  14, 1980.  In  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  found  that  the  firm  had  charged 
prices  for  gasoline  higher  than  those 
permitted  by  10  CFR  212.93(a)(2)  and  had 
refused  to  make  records  available  for 
inspection  upon  the  request  of  the  DOE  in 
violation  of  10  CFR  210.92(b).  In  its  Statement 
of  Objections,  the  firm  stated  that  it  had 
charged  a  cents-per-gallon  fee  for  services 
associated  with  the  sale  of  gasoline,  despite 
the  fact  that  such  fees  were  prohibited  by  10 
CFR  210.62(d)(1).  After  considering  the  firm’s 
objections,  the  DOE  concluded  that  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  should  be  issued 
as  a  final  Remedial  Order.  The  issues 
discussed  in  the  decision  include  the 
authority  of  the  DOE  to  fashion  equitable 
remedies  for  violations  of  the  agency’s 
regulations. 

Requests  for  Modification  and/or  Rescission 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  June  1,  1981,  BER-0124 
In  a  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  Ashland 
Oil,  Inc.  (Ashland)  on  February  7, 1981,  the 
DOE  denied  Ashland’s  request  for  discovery 
in  connection  with  the  objection  phase  of  an 
exception  proceeding  in  which  Ashland  was 
granted  an  allocation  of  crude  oil  to  replace 
the  supplies  lost  when  former  President 
Carter  banned  the  importation  of  crude  oil 
from  Iran.  On  May  1, 1981,  Ashland  filed  a 
Motion  for  Modification  of  that  Decision 
requesting  that  the  DOE  either  permit 
Ashland  to  proceed  with  limited  discovery  or 
make  a  formal  finding  that  the  suppliers 
suffered  no  harm  as  a  result  of  the  supply 


obligation  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
proposed  exception  decision.  The  DOE 
determined  that  both  of  these  requests  should 
be  denied. 

Hawthorne  Oil  &  Gas  Company.  Inc.,  June  2. 

1981,  BRR-0108 

Hawthorne  Oil  &  Gas  Company.  Inc. 
(Hawthorne)  filed  a  Motion  for 
Reconsideration  of  a  Decision  and  Order 
which  was  issued  to  it  on  February  27. 1981. 

In  the  February  27  Decision  and  Order,  the 
DOE  had  denied  the  Motion  for  Discovery 
and  Motion  for  Evidentiary  Hearing  which 
Hawthorne  had  submitted  in  connection  with 
its  Statement  of  Objections  to  a  Proposed 
Remedial  order  issued  to  the  firm  on  May  30. 
1978.  In  considering  the  request  for 
reconsideration,  the  DOE  stated  that  it 
generally  would  decline  to  exercise  its 
discretionary  authority  to  reconsider  its 
interlocutory  determinations  regarding 
evidentiary  hearings  and  discovery  unless  the 
applicant  presented  evidence  of  significantly 
changed  circumstances  or  other  compelling 
reasons  which  indicated  that  reconsideration 
was  necessary  in  order  to  ensure  that  the 
underlying  objections  proceeding  was 
conducted  in  an  appropriate  manner.  The 
DOE  found  that  Hawthorne  had  failed  to 
make  such  a  showing.  Accordingly,  the 
Motion  for  Reconsideration  was  denied. 

Requests  for  Exception 

Cedar  Springs  Marina.  Inc..  June  3. 1981, 

BEE-1419 

Cedar  Springs  Marina.  Inc.  et  al.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  212  in  which  the  firms  sought 
to  be  permitted  retroactively  to  charge  prices 
for  motor  gasoline  in  excess  of  maximum 
allowable  prices.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firms  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  either  extremely  compelling 
circumstances  or  the  likelihood  of  severe  and 
irreparable  injury  in  the  absence  of 
retroactive  relief.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  denied. 

Despot  Production,  June  4.  1981.  DEE-2231 

Despot  Production  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
212  in  which  the  firm  sought  retroactive 
exception  relief  to  allow  it  to  realize  an 
adequate  rate  of  return  on  its  investments  in 
the  Doombos  No.  2  Well.  Exception  relief,  if 
granted,  would  have  taken  the  form  of 
retroactive  billing  for  crude  oil  sold  when  the 
DOE  price  controls  were  still  in  effect.  In 
considering  Despot's  request,  the  DOE 
distinguished  two  classes  of  investment 
expenditures:  capital  expenses  incurred 
before  Despot  filed  its  Application  for 
Exception,  and  Gapital  expenses  incurred 
while  the  Application  was  pending.  With 
respect  to  the  first  class  of  expenditures,  the 
DOE  concluded  that  any  financial  hardship 
Despot  may  have  experienced  as  a  result  of 
expenditures  incurred  before  it  filed  its 
Application  stemmed  from  the  firm's 
discretionary  business  decisions.  With 
respect  to  the  expenses  incurred  after  the 
Application  was  filed,  the  DOE  found  that  the 
firm  would  realize  and  adequate  rate  of 
return  (approximately  23  percent)  without 
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exception  relief.  Accordingly,  the  exception 
request  was  denied. 

Southwestern  Refining  Company.  Inc.,  June  2. 

1981,  BEE-1567 

Southwestern  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  in  which  it 
sought  an  extension  of  the  entitlement 
exception  previously  granted  to  the  firm 
under  the  Delta  standards.  In  considering  the 
firm’s  request,  the  DOE  determined  that  the 
firm  should  be  granted  an  extension  only  for 
the  remaining  month  in  which  the 
Entitlements  Program  would  still  be  in  effect, 

•  i.e.,  January  1981.  However,  the  DOE  also 
determined  that  it  would  be  appropriate  to 
adjust  the  level  of  relief  previously  approved 
for  December  1980  to  account  for  the 
declining  DOSR.  The  additional  relief  granted 
in  the  present  Order  is  contingent  upon 
Southwestern  fulfilling  its  outstanding 
entitlement  purchase  obligations  for  the 
period  November  1979  through  June  1980. 

Motion  for  Discovery 

The  Somerset  Refinery,  Inc.,  June  2,  1981, 

BED-1500 

The  Somerset  Refinery,  Inc.,  (Somerset) 
filed  a  Motion  for  Discovery  in  connection 
with  its  Statement  of  Objections  to  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  the 
firm  on  March  6, 1981.  In  its  discovery 
request,  Somerset  sought  all  DOE 
predecisional  documents  pertaining  to  the 
agency's  position  with  regard  to  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  entitlement  exception  relief 
to  be  granted  to  refiners  with  crude  oil  cost 
disadvantages.  In  considering  the  request,  the 
DOE  concluded  that  Somerset  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  does  not  provide  a  reasoned  basis  for 
the  determination  reached  and  therefore 
determined  that  no  justification  existed  for 
probing  the  minds  of  agency  decisionmakers. 
Accordingly,  Somerset’s  Motion  for 
Discovery  was  denied. 

Interlocutory  Order 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  June  4, 1981,  BEZ- 

0096 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  appealed  the 
issuance  of  the  December  1980  Entitlements 
Notice  (Case  No.  BEA^0630).  Based  upon  its 
initial  consideration  of  the  Mobil  appeal,  the 
DOE  determined  that  it  required  additional 
factual  information  before  it  could  reach  a 
final  determination  on  the  merits  of  Mobil’s 
appeal.  The  DOE  therefore  issued  an 
Interlocutory  Order  in  which  it  proposed  to 
collect  the  required  information  through  a 
survey  of  all  refiners  in  the  Entitlements 
Program. 

Supplemental  Orders 

Kirkpatrick  Oil  and  Gas  Company.  June  4. 

1981,  BRX-0216 

In  a  Remedial  Order  issued  on  April  29, 
1981,  to  Kirkpatrick  Oil  and  Gas  Company, 
the  Department  of  Energy  determined  that  the 
firm  could  seek  administrative  review  of  the 
Order  from  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  This  Supplemental  Order 
rescinded  that  determination  and  substituted 
in  its  place  a  paragraph  providing  for  judicial 
review  of  the  Remedial  Order. 


Warrior  Asphalt  Company  of  Alabama,  Inc., 
June  4,  1981,  BEX-0078 
On  June  4, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a  Decision 
and  Order  to  Warrior  Asphalt  Company  of 
Alabama,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  1980 
fiscal  year  exception  relief  from  purchasing 
entitlements  as  required  by  10  CFR  §  211.67. 
The  Decision  and  Order  determined  that 
Warrior  received  excessive  relief  during  its 
1980  fiscal  year  and  accordingly  required  the 
firm  to  purchase  entitlements  to  refund  the 
excess  amount. 

Protective  Orders 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications 
for  Protective  Orders.  The  applications, 
if  granted,  would  result  in  the  issuance 
by  the  DOE  of  the  proposed  Protective 
Order  submitted  by  the  firm.  The  DOE 
granted  the  following  applications  and 
issued  the  requested  Protective  Order  as 
an  Order  of  the  Department  of  Energy: 

Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Little  America  Refining  Company,  Inc.  Mobil 
Oil  Corporation,  BEJ-0201 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were 
dismissed  without  prejudice: 

Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Amerada  Hess  Corporation,  BRO-0985;  BRD- 
0985;  BRH-0985;  BRD-0068 
Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  DEA-0283 
Midland  Energy  Corporation,  DEE-3188 
Pester  Refining  Company,  BEA-0018 
Tosco  Corporation,  BEA-0288 
Total  Petroleum,  Inc.,  DED-3188 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
e.d.t.,  except  Federal  holidays.  They  are 
also  available  in  Energy  Management: 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
June  24, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19516  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy 

Technical  Assistance  and  Energy 
Conservation  Measures:  Grant 
Programs  for  Schools  and  Hospitals 
and  Buildings  Owned  by  Units  of  Local 
Government  and  Public  Care 
Institutions 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Change  in  allocation  of  funds 
and  dates  for  grant  program  Cycle  III. 


SUMMARY:  The  allocation  of  funds 
among  States  for  grant  program  Cycle 
III,  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  9, 1981,  is  hereby  changed.  The 
allocation  table  appearing  in  that  (46  FR 
21229)  is  replaced  with  a  new  allocation 
table  set  forth  in  this  notice.  The  total 
funds  available  for  schools  and 
hospitals  is  now  higher  as  a  result  of 
Congressional  action  to  rescind  $31.25 
million  from  the  fiscal  year  1981 
appropriation,  rather  than  the  $99.95 
million  as  had  been  earlier  proposed. 
Approximately  $17.7  million  for  schools 
and  hospitals  and  $7.75  million  for  local 
government  and  public  care  institutions 
unexpended  from  previous  fiscal  years 
have  also  been  added  to  this  allocation. 
As  mentioned  in  the  publication  of  April 
9, 1981,  up  to  fifteen  percent  of  the  funds 
allocated  to  each  State  for  Schools  and 
Hospitals  may  be  used  for  technical 
assistance  analyses. 

Considerable  effort  is  required  to 
review  additional  applications. 
Accordingly,  the  closing  date  for  grant 
program  Cycle  III  is  extended  to 
September  25, 1981.  The  due  dates  for 
submittal  of  grant  applications  by  the 
States  to  DOE  Regional  Offices  is 
retained  at  July  10, 1981  because  most 
States  have  received  and  ranked 
sufficient  applications  to  meet  this 
deadline  without  undue  difficulty. 
However,  in  the  event  this  deadline 
works  a  hardship  in  a  State,  Regional 
offices  are  authorized  to  grant  a  time 
extension  as  they  deem  necessary. 
However,  the  allowance  of  such 
additional  time  will  not  relieve  the 
Regional  Office  of  the  responsibility  of 
completing  its  review  by  the  closing 
date  of  September  25. 

DATES:  March  30, 1981:  beginning  of 
grant  program  cycle:  July  10, 1981:  State 
recommended  applications  to  Regional 
Offices:  and  September  25, 1981:  end  of 
grant  program  cycle. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  Milner  or  Harry  Lane,  Office  of 
Institutional  Conservation  Programs, 
Office  of  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy,  Mail  Stop  2H-027, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-2330 

Interested  institutions  should  contact 
their  State  Energy  Office  for 
applications,  instructions  and  state 
specific  information. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Grant  Program  for  Schools  and 
Hospitals  and  Buildings  Owned  by  Units 
of  Local  Government  and  Public  Care 
Institutions  is  established  under  Title  III 
of  the  National  Energy  Conservation 
Policy  Act,  42  U.S.C.  6371-6372i  (1978). 
Regulations  for  the  program  are 
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published  in  10  CFR  Subpart  E,  Part  450 
and  10  CFR  Part  455. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 1981. 

Joseph  J.  Tribble, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Conservation  and 
Renewable  Energy. 


DOE  region,  State 

Schools 

and 

hospitals 

Local 

government 
Public  care 

Region  1: 

Connecticut- _ _ — - - 

2,677,666 

128,910 

Maine . 

1,432,230 

68,951 

Massachusetts . 

4,587,221 

220,841 

New  Hampshire . . 

1,184,796 

57,039 

Rhode  Island . - . 

1,128,870 

54,347 

Vermont . 

917,553 

44,173 

Region  II: 

New  Jersey . 

5,415,603 

260,721 

New  York . 

12,996,302 

625,676 

Puerto  Rico . 

2,054,619 

98,915 

Virgin  Islands . . . 

584,749 

28,151 

Region  III: 

Delaware . 

859,300 

41.369 

District  of  Columbia . 

959,000 

46,169 

Maryland . 

3,022,348 

145,504 

Pennsylvania . 

8,555,981 

411,907 

Virginia . 

3,351,835 

161,366 

West  Virginia . 

1,642,056 

79,053 

Region  IV: 

Alabama . 

2,348,178 

113,047 

Florida . 

4,138,284 

199,228 

Georgia _ — _ — _ _ ...... 

2,911,313 

140,158 

Kentucky . 

2,581,427 

124,277 

Mississippi _ .... _ _ _ ... 

1,688,672 

81,297 

North  Carolina . 

3,322,419 

159,950 

South  Carolina . 

1,912,985 

92,096 

Tennessee . 

2,867,596 

138,054 

Region  V: 

Illinois . . 

8,725,610 

420,074 

Indiana . 

4,183,505 

201,405 

Michigan . 

7,474,470 

359,841 

Minnesota . 

4,303,787 

207,196 

Ohio . 

7,846,064 

377,730 

Wisconsin . 

4,379,000 

210,817 

Region  VI: 

Arkansas . 

1,559,771 

75,091 

Louisiana _ _ _ 

2,176,825 

104,798 

New  Mexico . 

1,133,736 

54,581 

Oklahoma . 

2,028,583 

97,661 

Texas . 

6,559,235 

315,779 

Region  VII: 

Iowa . 

2,819,667 

135,746 

Kansas _ _ _ 

2,060,707 

99,208 

Missouri _ 

3,683,067 

177,313 

Nebraska _ _ 

1,712,918 

82,464 

Region  VIII: 

Colorado . 

2,451,611 

118,027 

Montana . 

1,138,337 

54,803 

North  Dakota . . 

1,132,582 

54,525 

South  Dakota . 

1,074,934 

51,750 

Utah . 

1,392,921 

67,059 

Wyoming . 

801,238 

38,574 

Region  IX: 

Arizona _ _ 

1,677,906 

80,779 

California . 

8,166,081 

393,137 

Hawaii . 

835,215 

40,209 

Nevada . 

882  502 

42,486 

American  Samoa . 

522,989 

25,178 

Guam . 

559,867 

26,953 

Region  X: 

Alaska . 

947,569 

45,618 

Idaho _ _ _ _ 

1,104,849 

53,190 

Oregon . 

1,795,585 

86,444 

Washington _ _ _ - . 

2,707,863 

130  364 

Total . 

160,979,999 

7,749,999 

|FR  Doc.  81-19481  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Adjustments  to  Lower  and  Upper  Tier 
Crude  Oil  Price  Ceilings  to  Reflect 
Impact  of  Inflation 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  DOE. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  issues  Crude 
Oil  Price  Schedule  No.  23  which  sets 
forth  the  amounts  by  which  producers 
would  have  been  permitted  to  increase 
their  selling  price  for  old  and  new  crude 
oil  in  the  months  of  June,  July  and 
August  1981  in  the  absence  of  the 
Executive  Order  that  exempted  all 
domestic  crude  oil  from  price  controls. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  P  Little  (Crude  Oil  Pricing 
Branch),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Room  6128-P,  Washington,  D.C.  20461 
202-653-3459 

Ben  McRae  (Office  of  General  Counsel), 
Department  of  Engery,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Room  6A 
127,  Washington,  D.C.  20585  202-252- 
6739 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Introduction 

B.  Crude  Oil  Price  Schedule  No.  23 

A.  Introduction 

On  January  28, 1981,  the  President 
signed  Executive  Order  No.  12287  (46  FR 
9909,  January  30, 1981)  that  exempted  all 
crude  oil  from  the  price  regulations 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  Emergency 
Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  ("EPAA”,  Pub.  L.  93-159).  As  a 
result  of  this  Order,  producers  have 
been  free  since  January  28, 1981  to  sell 
all  crude  oil  at  the  market  price 
regardless  of  whether  the  crude  oil  is  old 
or  new  crude  oil  under  the  price 
regulations.  Even  though  price  controls 
have  been  removed,  the  ceiling  prices 
for  old  and  new  crude  oil  in  the  months 
after  January  1981  may  be  relevant  to 
the  Front-End  Tertiary  Oil  provisions  of 
the  Crude  Oil  Windfall  Profit  Tax  Act  of 

1980.  We  will  continue  to  calculate  these 
amounts  for  future  months  until  there  is 
a  resolution  of  the  issue  of  whether  the 
Front-End  Tertiary  Oil  provisions  of  the 
Crude  Oil  Windfall  Profit  Tax  apply  to 
crude  oil  sold  after  January  27, 1981. 
Accordingly,  we  are  issuing  Crude  Oil 
Price  Schedule  No.  23  that  sets  forth  the 
amounts  by  which  ceiling  prices  for  old 
and  new  crude  oil  would  have  increased 
in  the  months  of  June,  July  and  August 

1981. 


B.  Crude  Oil  Price  Schedule  No.  23 

We  have  utilized  the  same 
methodology  in  determining  the 
amounts  of  the  price  increases  set  forth 
in  Crude  Oil  Price  Schedule  No.  23  as 
we  did  in  Crude  Oil  Price  Schedule  No. 
22  (46  FR  15257  March  5, 1981)  and  prior 
price  schedules.  Specifically,  the 
determinations  are  based  on  the 
estimated  average  ceiling  price  for  old 
or  new  crude  oil  in  May  1981  and  on  the 
first  revision  of  the  GNP  deflator 
published  on  May  19, 1981,  which 
reflects  an  annual  rate  of  inflation  of 
10.0  percent.1 

On  the  basis  of  these  determinations, 
we  are  issuing  Schedule  23  of  Monthly 
Price  Adjustments.* 


1  Adjustments  to  ceiling  prices  for  old  crude  oil  in 
June,  July  and  August  1981  were  determined  as 
follows: 

A.  ERA  determined  that  the  estimated  average 
ceiling  price  for  old  crude  oil  in  May  1981  was  $645. 

B.  ERA  computed  a  monthly  adjustment  factor  of 
.00797  which  when  applied  over  a  twelve-month 
period  yields  an  effective  annual  rate  of  adjustment 
of  10.0  percent. 

C.  June  1981  adjustment 
=($6.95)  (.00797)  per  barrel 

=$.055  per  barrel  rounded  to  $.08  per  barrel 

D.  July  1981  adjustment 
={$6.95 +.06)  (.00797)  per  barrel 

=$.055  per  barrel  rounded  to  $.06  per  barrel 

E.  August  1981  adjustment 

=  ($6.95 +.08+ .06)  (.00797)  per  barrel 
=$.056  per  barrel  rounded  to  .06  per  barrel 

Adjustments  to  ceiling  prices  for  new  crude  oil  in 
June,  July  and  August  1981  were  determined  as 
follows: 

A.  ERA  determined  that  the  estimated  average 
ceiling  price  for  new  crude  oil  in  May  1961  was 
$15.52. 

B.  Adjustment  factor  (explained  above) =.00797 

G  June  1981  adjustment 

=  ($15.52)  (.00797)  per  barrel 

=$.123  per  barrel  rounded  to  $12  per  barrel 

D.  July  1981  adjustment 
=($15.52 +.12)  (.00797)  per  barrel 

=$.124  per  barrel  rounded  to  $12  per  barrel 

E.  August  1981  adjustment 

=  ($15.52 +.12 +.12)  (.00797)  per  barrel 
=$125  per  barrel  rounded  to  .13  per  barrel 

’Previously,  we  had  codified  these  schedules  in 
Appendix  A  to  subpart  D  of  Part  212.  However,  in 
accordance  with  E.0. 12287,  Appendix  A  has  been 
removed.  See  document  published  in  the  Rules 
section  of  this  issue. 

Schedule  No.  23  of  Monthly  Price 
Adjustments 

[Effective  June  1,  1981) 


Lower  tier  Upper  ter 

Month  May  15.  1973  Sept  30.  1975 

posted  price1  posted  puce* 
(plus)  tpfus) 


1976: 


February . -  .... 

1.35 

-1.32 

March . 

1.38 

-125 

April . . 

1.41 

-1.18 

May . 

1.45 

-1.11 

June . 

1  48 

-105 

July . 

1  48 

-105 

August . 

148 

-1.05 

September . . 

148 

-105 

October - 

1  48 

-105 

November . . 

1  48 

-105 

December _ 

1.48 

-1.05 
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Schedule  No.  23  of  Monthly  Price 
Adjustments— Continued 

[Effective  June  1, 1981] 


Lower  tier 

Upper  tier 

Month 

May  15,  1973 
posted  price 1 
(plus) 

Sept.  30,  1975 
posted  price2 
(plus) 

1977: 

January . 

1.48 

-1.25 

February _ ... 

1.48 

-1.25 

March . 

1.48 

-1.70 

April . 

1.48 

-1.70 

May . 

1.48 

-1.70 

June . 

1.48 

-1.70 

July . 

1.48 

-1.70 

August . 

1.48 

-1.70 

September . — 

1.51 

-1.44 

October . 

1.54 

-1.18 

November . 

1.57 

-.92 

December . 

1.59 

-.87 

1978: 

January . 

1.61 

-.82 

February . 

1.63 

-.77 

March . 

1.66 

-.71 

April . 

1.69 

-.65 

May . 

1.72 

-.59 

June . 

1.75 

-.52 

July . 

1.78 

-.45 

August _ ............... 

1.81 

-.38 

September . 

1.86 

-.28 

October . 

1.91 

—  .17 

November . 

1.96 

-.06 

December . 

1.99 

.01 

1979: 

January . 

2.02 

.08 

February . 

2.05 

.15 

March . 

2.09 

.23 

April . 

2.13 

.31 

May . 

2.17 

.39 

June . 

2.21 

.48 

July . 

2.25 

.57 

August . 

2.29 

.66 

September _ ..... 

2.33 

.76 

October . 

2.37 

.86 

November . 

2.41 

.96 

December . 

2.45 

1.05 

1980: 

January . 

2.49 

1.14 

February . 

2.53 

1.23 

March . 

2.57 

1.33 

April . 

2.61 

1.43 

May . 

2.66 

1.53 

June . 

2.71 

1.64 

July . 

2.76 

1.75 

August . 

2.81 

1.86 

September . 

2.87 

1.98 

October . 

2.93 

2.10 

November . 

2.99 

2.23 

December . 

3.04 

2.35 

1981: 

January . 

3.09 

2.47 

February . . 

3.14 

259 

March . 

3.20 

2.72 

April . 

3.26 

2.85 

May . 

3.32 

2.98 

June . 

3.38 

3.10 

July . . 

3.44 

3.22 

August _ _ 

3.50 

3.35 

■The  price  referred  to  in  10  CFR  212.73(b)(1)  or  in 
212.73(c)(1),  212.73(c)(3),  and  212.73(c)(4),  as  those  provi¬ 
sions  existed  on  January  27,  1981. 

2The  price  referred  to  in  10  CFR  212.74(b)(1),  as  that 
provision  existed  on  January  27, 1981. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  10, 1981. 
Barton  R.  House, 

Acting  Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17881  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-0 1-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  No.  4225-000] 

Ainsworth  Irrigation  District; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Ainsworth  Irrigation 


District  (Applicant)  filed  on  February  19, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a)-825(r)J  for 
Project  No.  4225  to  be  known  as  the 
Merritt  Dam  Project  located  on  the 
Snake  River  in  Cherry  County, 

Nebraska.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Harlin  D.  Welch,  Manager,  Ainsworth 
Irrigation  District,  564  North  Walnut, 
Ainsworth,  Nebraska  69210. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation’s  dam  and  would 
consist  of:.(l)  a  proposed  powerhouse 
with  an  installed  generating  capacity  of 
1,480  kW;  (2)  a  proposed  five-mile  long 
12.5-kV  feeder  line;  and  (3)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  proposed  project  would  be 
located  on  Federal  lands. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
7.51  GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months.  During  this  time  the  significant 
legal,  institutional,  engineering, 
environmental,  marketing,  economic  and 
financial  aspects  of  the  project  will  be 
defined,  investigated,  and  assessed  to 
support  an  investment  decision.  The 
report  of  the  proposed  study  will 
address  whether  or  not  a  commitment  to 
implementation  is  warranted,  and,  if  the 
findings  are  positive,  the  Applicant 
intends  to  submit  a  license  application. 
The  Applicant’s  estimated  the  total  cost 
for  performing  these  studies  is  $34,410. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Merritt  Dam  Project 
No.  3738  filed  on  November  12, 1980,  by 
Mitchell  Energy  Company  under  18 
C.F.R.  §  4.33  (1980).  Pubiic  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
filing  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  competing 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practive 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 


In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  Hied,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  24, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
"PROTEST",  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydro-power  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19435  Filed  7-1-  81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8 5-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-75-001] 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.;  Filing  of 
Revised  Tariff  Sheets  Reflecting 
Change  in  General  Terms  and 
Conditions 

June  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  4, 1981, 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkla)  tendered  for  filing  2nd  Revised 
Sheet  No.  186  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  3,  Rate 
Schedule  No.  X-26,  to  become  effective 
July  1, 1981. 

Arkla  states  that  the  purpose  of  2nd 
Revised  Sheet  No.  186  is  to  reflect  that 
the  rate  of  interest  charged  on  past  due 
bills  will  be  the  applicable  rate  of 
interest  provided  for  in  Section 
154.67(d)(2)(iii)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

Arkla  also  states  that  a  copy  of  this 
filing  is  being  mailed  to  Cities  Service 
Gas  Company,  the  only  customer  served 
under  Arkla’s  Rate  Schedule  No.  X-26. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  Hie  a  Petition 
to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
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of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  2, 1981.  • 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  Petition  to 
Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19400  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-B5-M 


[Docket  No.  RA81-61-000] 

Beacon  Oil  Co.;  Filing  of  Petition  for 
Review 

June  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Beacon  Oil  Company 
on  June  19, 1981,  filed  a  Petition  for 
Review  under  42  U.S.C.  §  7194(b)  (1977) 
(Supp.)  from  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 

Any  person  who  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  file  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  July  13, 1981,  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  July  13, 1981,  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  oh  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 


Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000,  825  North  Capitol  St.,  NE. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19401  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4656-000] 

Boise-Kuna  Irrigation  District,  et  al.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Boise-Kuna  Irrigation 
District,  New  York  Irrigation  District, 
Nampa  &  Meridian  Irrigation  District, 
Wilder  Irrigation  District,  and  Big  Bend 
Irrigation  District,  collectively  known  as 
the  Boise  Project  Board  of  Control 
(Applicant)  filed  on  May  13, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a) — 825(rJ]  for  Project  No.  4656 
to  be  known  as  the  Arrowrock  Dam 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on  the 
Boise  River  in  Elmore  County,  Idaho. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
William  Bienapfl,  Chairman,  Boise 
Project  Board  of  Control  214  Broadway, 
Boise,  Idaho  83702. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project,  to  be  located  at  the  base  of  the 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation’s  existing 
Arrowrock  Dam,  would  consist  of:  (1)  a 
powerhouse  to  contain  two  turbine- 
generating  units  with  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  60  MW:  (2)  a  switchyard: 
and  (3)  a  10-mile  long,  138-kV 
transmission  line  to  interconnect  with 
an  existing  Idaho  Power  Company 
transmission  line. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a  36-month 
preliminary  permit  to  study  the 
feasibility  of  constructing  and  operating 
the  proposed  project. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Arrowrock  Dam 
Project  No.  3692  filed  on  November  7, 
1980,  by  Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc., 
under  18  CFR  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
filing  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  competing 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  Filing. 


Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  die  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1900). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  24, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4656.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief.  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19438  File  J  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  2487-000] 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corp. 
and  Hydro-Power,  Inc.;  Application  for 
Transfer  of  Minor  License 

June  29, 1981. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  December  4. 
1979,  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  §§  791(a)-825{r),  by  the  Central 
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Vermont  Public  Service  Corporation 
(Licensee)  and  Hydro-Power,  Inc. 
(Transferee)  for  transfer  of  the  minor 
license  for  the  Hoosick  Falls  Project  No. 
2487,  located  on  the  Hoosick  River  in 
Rensselaer  County,  New  York. 
Correspondence  with  the  Licensee 
should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Stephen  J. 
Allenby,  Assistant  Corporate  Counsel, 

77  Grove  Street,  Rutland,  Vermont 
05701. 

The  project,  when  licensed  on  June  3, 
1966,  consisted  of  a  30-foot  high  concrete 
dam,  a  16.3-acre  reservoir,  a  900-foot 
long  intake  canal,  and  a  powerhouse 
containing  three  units  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  1,050  kilowatts.  The 
project  ceased  operation  in  1972. 

Hydro-Power,  Inc.  is  a  private 
corporation,  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and 
domesticated  in  that  state. 

The  Transferee  proposes  to 
rehabilitate  the  Hoosick  Falls  Project  for 
the  production  of  electricity  which 
would  electrolyze  water  to  produce 
hydrogen  gas  for  use  in  fuel  cells. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  application 
should  file  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  10, 1981.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19437  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-78-000] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

June  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23, 1981, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Cities 


Service)  tendered  for  filing  Eleventh 
Revised  Sheet  No.  6  to  Original  Volume 
No.  1  and  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  91 
to  Original  Volume  No.  2  of  its  FERC 
Gas  Tariff  to  be  effective  on  July  23, 

1981. 

Cities  Services  states  that  the  filing 
proposes  an  increase  above  its  presently 
effective  rates  which  reflects  an 
increase  in  revenues  from  jurisdictional 
sales  of  $82,624,013,  based  on  the  test 
period  (the  twelve  months  ended 
February  28, 1981,  adjusted  for  known 
changes  through  November  30, 1981). 

Cities  Service  states  that  the 
increased  rates  are  required  to  reflect  an 
overall  rate  of  return  of  14.0  percent; 
increases  in  the  cost  of  materials, 
supplies,  wages  and  services,  including 
the  gathering  and  transmission  of  gas  by 
others;  increases  in  prepayments  for  gas; 
increases  in  plant  and  related  cost  of 
service  items;  increases  to  reflect  the 
Company’s  actual  investment  in  storage 
inventory  and  the  amortization  of  a 
portion  thereof;  and  reduced  sales 
volumes. 

Cities  Service  further  states  that  this 
filing  reflects  the  Atlantic  Seaboard 
method  of  cost  classification,  cost 
allocation  and  rate  design.  Cities 
Service  also  states  that  the  filing  reflects 
a  Btu-based  allocation  of  gathering  costs 
and  certain  reduced  zone  differentials 
soley  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  (June  20, 
1980)  in  Docket  No.  RP79-76. 

Cities  Service  states  that  this  filing 
was  served  on  each  of  its  customers  and 
affected  state  commissions  pursuant  to 
Section  154.16(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protests  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19402  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  2955-001] 

City  of  Watervliet,  New  York; 
Application  for  Short-Form  License 
(Minor) 

June  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  City  of 
Watervliet,  New  York  (Applicant)  filed 
on  April  23, 1981,  and  amended  on  June 
2, 1981,  an  application  for  license 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.,  791(a)-825(r))  for  redevelopment 
and  operation  of  a  water  power  project 
to  be  known  as  the  Normanskill  Project 
No.  2955.  The  Project  would  be  located 
on  the  Normans  Kill,  a  tributary  to  the 
Hudson  River,  in  the  Town  of 
Guilderland,  Albany  County,  New  York. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  J.  Leo  O’Brien, 
Mayor,  City  Hall,  Watervliet,  New  York 
12189. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
run-of-river  project  would  consist  of:  (1) 
the  existing  City-owned  reinforced 
concrete  Ambursen-type  dam  about  380 
feet  long  and  about  40  feet  high  with  an 
overflow  section  approximately  306  feet 
long  having  crest  elevation  259.0 
U.S.G.S.  datum  and  surmounted  by  3- 
foot  flashboards;  (2)  a  reservoir  having  a 
surface  area  of  430  acres  and  a  useable 
storage  capacity  of  1,290  acre-feet  at 
normal  maximum  pool  elevation  262.0: 
(3)  a  new  intake  structure  and  a 
sluiceway;  (4)  a  new  900-foot-long,  7- 
foot-diameter  concrete-encased  steel 
penstock  buried  in  the  river  bed;  (5)  a 
new  reinforced-concrete  underground 
powerhouse  containing  a  tube-type 
generating  unit  having  a  rated  capacity 
of  850  kW  at  a  net  head  of  61  feet  and  at 
a  flow  of  200  cfs;  (6)  a  new  underground 
control  building  located  on  the  left 
(north)  bank  and  connected  to  the 
powerhouse  by  a  tunnel;  (7)  a  new  600- 
foot-long  2.4-kV  transmission  line;  (8)  a 
new  2.4/l3.2-kV  transformer  bank;  and 
(9)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Purpose  of  Project — Applicant  would 
continue  to  operate  the  facility  primarily 
to  provide  a  municipal  water  supply. 
Water  surplus  to  the  municipal  supply 
would  be  used  to  generate  energy  for 
Applicant’s  use.  Surplus  energy  would 
be  sold  to  Niagara  Mohawk  Power 
Corporation.  Applicant  estimates  the 
annual  generation  would  average  about 
4,000,000  kWh. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
comments  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endangered 
Species  Act,  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  the  Historical  and 
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Archeological  Preservation  Act.  and 
other  applicable  statutes.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made. 

Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  jt  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Competing  Applications— Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before,  August  5, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
November  23, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c),  (as  amended  44 
FR  61328,  October  25, 1979.) 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
F.nergy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  5, 1981.  The  Commission’s 
address  is:  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|l  R  Doc..  81-19438  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  nm| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  Nos.  RP78-52,  RP79-22  &  RP80-61 1 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.; 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

|  une  26,  1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1981.  at 
10:00  a.m..  an  informal  conference  of  all 
interested  parties  will  be  convened 
concerning  the  above-captioned  matters. 


The  conference  will  be  held  at  the 
offices  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

Customers  and  other  interested 
persons  will  be  permitted  to  attend  the 
informal  conference,  but  if  such  persons 
have  not  previously  been  permitted  to 
intervene  by  order  of  the  Commission, 
attendance  will  not  be  deemed  to 
authorize  intervention. 

All  parties  will  be  expected  to  appear 
fully  prepared  to  discuss  any  procedural 
matters  and  explore  or  make 
committments  with  respect  to  any  or  all 
of  the  issues  and  make  offers  of 
settlement  of  stipulations  discussed  at 
the  conference. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  One.  81-19403  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ER81-428-000  and  Docket  No. 
EL8 1-1 2-000;  15  FERC  U61.3021 

Middle  South  Services  Inc.;  Electric 
Rates:  Suspension;  Intervention; 
Complaint;  Consolidation 

In  the  matter  of  Middle  South 
Services,  Inc.,  State  of  Arkansas  v. 
Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.  Order 
accepting  for  filing  and  suspending 
amendment  to  interconnection 
agreement,  setting  complaint  for 
hearing,  denying  requests  for  dismissal, 
consolidating  dockets,  granting 
intervention,  and  establishing 
procedures 

Issued  |une  26. 1981. 

On  November  12, 1980,  the  operating 
companies  of  the  Middle  South  system  1 
entered  into  a  memorandum  of 
understanding  (memorandum)  which 
prescribes  their  intended  treatment  of 
cogeneration  capacity  under  the  Middle 
South  System  Agreement  (system 
agreement).  On  April  1, 1981,  the  State 
of  Arkansas  (Arkansas)  filed  a 
complaint 2  against  Middle  South 
Utilities  (MSU),  the  parent  corporation 
of  the  operating  companies,  stating  that 
the  interests  of  the  citizens  of  Arkansas 
are  impaired  by  the  memorandum  and 
seeking  to  have  the  memorandum 
declared  void.  Subsequently,  on  April 
27,  1981,  Middle  South  Services  (MSS), 


1  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company.  Louisiana 
Power  &  Light  Company.  Mississippi  Power  &  Light 
Company,  and  New  Orleans  Public  Service.  Inc. 
Arkansas-Missouri  Power,  which  also  signed  the 
memorandum,  has  since  merged  with  Arkansas 
Power  St  Light  Company. 

-Although  Arkansas  purported  to  file  its  pleading 
as  a  "petition  for  relief'  pursuant  to  §  1.7  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  18 
CFR  1.7.  it  is  in  substance  a  complaint,  which  is 
controlled  by  §  1.6  of  the  rules. 


the  service  company  for  the  Middle 
South  system,  tendered  the 
memorandum,  for  filing  as  an 
amendment  to  the  system  agreement 
pursuant  to  Part  35  of  the  Commission's 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act.3 

Notice  of  the  complaint  was  issued  in 
Docket  No.  F.L81-12-000  on  April  21. 

1981.  with  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
May  15.  1981.  MSS  filed  a  petition  to 
intervene  and  protest  on  May  15. 1981. 
Arkansas  filed  an  untimely  response  to 
MSS's  petition  on  June  5. 1981.  Notice  of 
the  MSS  filing  was  issued  in  Docket  No. 
ER81 -4 28-000  on  May  6. 1981,  with 
responses  due  on  or  before  May  25. 

1981.  Arkansas  filed  an  untimely 
petition  to  intervene  on  June  5. 1981. 

Proposed  Amendment  to  the  System 
Agreement 

MSS  has  requested  that  the  proposed 
amendment  become  effective  on  July  1. 
1981.  Accordingly  to  MSS.  the 
memorandum  was  entered  into  as  a 
result  of  section  210  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978  (PURPA) 
which  requires  electric  utilities  to 
purchase  electric  power  from  and  to  sell 
electric  power  to  qualifying 
cogenerators  and  small  power 
producers.  The  memorandum  prov  ides 
that  purchases  of  cogenerated  capacity 
will  neither  increase  a  member 
company's  installed  capability  nor 
reduce  its  load  responsibility  for  system 
purposes  and  that  the  avoided  costs  of 
cogenerated  purchases  will  include 
marginal  energy  costs  alone — i.e..  will 
not  reflect  capacity-related  costs. 4  MSS 
asserts  that  the  amendment  is  necessary 
since  cogenerated  power  will  not  alter 
or  influence  the  MSS  capital  expansion 
plan.  Furthermore,  according  to  MSS. 
the  amendment  will  in  no  way  prevent 
any  company  from  participating  in  or 
with  a  cogenerator.  MSS  also  asserts 


'See  Attachment  A  for  rale  schedule 
designations. 

1  Part  292  of  the  Commission's  regulations 
implementing  section  210  of  PURPA  provides  that 
an  electric  utHity  must  purchase  any  energy  and 
capacity  made  available  from  a  qualifying 
cogeneration  or  small  power  production  facility  at 
rates  not  to  exceed  the  purchaser's  avoided  costs 
Avoided  costs  are  defined  in  section  292.101  as  the 
incremental  costs  to  an  electric  utility  of  energy  or 
capacity  or  both  which,  but  for  the  purchase  from  a 
qualifying  facility,  the  electric  utility  would  generate 
itself  or  purchase  from  another  source.  In 
addressing  section  292.304.  Order  No.  69.  mimeo  at 
65.  specifies  that  if  a  qualifying  cogenerating  facility- 
offers  energy  of  sufficient  reliability  and  with 
sufficient  legally  enforceable  guarantees  of 
deliverabilily  as  to  permit  the  purchasing  electric 
utility  to  avoid  the  need  to  construct  a  generating 
unit  or  build  a  smaller,  less  expensive  plant,  the 
rates  for  such  purchase  should  lie  based  on  avoided 
capacity  as  well  as  energy  cost. 
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that  there  is  no  affected  cogeneration 
account  presently  connected  to  the 
system  or  anticipated  in  the  near  future.5 

Arkansas  requests  that  the  filing  in 
Docket  No.  ER81-428-000  be  rejected  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  in  its  complaint.  In 
the  alternative,  it  requests  that  acting  on 
the  filing  be  deferred  until  a  final  order 
has  been  issued  in  the  complaint 
docket.6 

Complaint 

In  its  complaint,  Arkansas  objects  to 
the  memorandum  on  the  grounds  that  it: 

(1)  provides  for  an  unreasonable 
differentiation  between  cogenerated 
capacity  and  all  other  sources  of  firm 
power  in  determining  company 
accredited  capability  and  load 
responsibility  in  violation  of  section 
206(a)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act;  (2) 
permits  an  objectionable  exclusion  of 
cogenerated  capability  from  system 
planning;  (3)  fails  to  produce  accurate 
capability  costs  and  equalization 
charges;  (4)  dampens  the  economic 
incentive  to  invest  in  cogenerated 
capacity  by  assuring  that  cogenerators 
will  be  reimbursed  for  power  sold  at 
rates  which  do  not  reflect  avoided 
capacity  costs;  and  (5)  contravenes  the 
Commission’s  rules  on  cogeneration  and 
small  power  production.  Arkansas 
requests  that  the  Commission  (1)  void 
the  proposed  amendment  as  being  in 
violation  of  the  Federal  Power  A«t  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  on  cogeneration, 

(2)  direct  the  Middle  South  operating 
companies  to  refrain  from  discriminating 
against  cogenerators,  and  (3)  set  these 
matters  for  hearing  on  an  expedited 
basis. 

*  Discussion 

MSS  seeks  dismissal  of  the  complaint 
on  two  grounds.  First,  it  argues  that  the 
compliant  is  premature  because  no  party 
to  the  system  agreement  has  been  or  is 
now  purchasing  power  produced  by  a 
cogenerator.  As  Arkansas  asserts  in  its 
response,  the  memorandum  could  have 
the  immediate  effect  of  discouraging 
cogeneration  if  potential  investors  will 
be  precluded  from  recovering  capacity 
costs.  Moreover,  the  matters  raised  in 
the  compliant  cannot  be  considered 
premature  because  MSS  itself  has 
placed  the  memorandum  at  issue  by 
submitting  it  for  filing  with  the 
Commission. 

Second,  MSS  urges  that  a  complaint 
may  not,  under  the  terms  of  section  1.6 


6  MSS  does  not  explain  why  the  memorandum 
applies  only  to  cogenerators  and  not  to  small  power 
producers. 

‘It  should  be  noted  that  absent  any  Commission 
action  prior  to  the  proposed  effective  date,  the 
amendment  proposed  by  MSS  would  become 
effective  as  Tiled. 


of  the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure, 
be  directed  against  a  holding  company 
such  as  Middle  South  Utilities.7 
Although  Arkansas  named  Middle  South 
Utilities  as  the  defendent,  it  is  clear  from 
the  language  and  substance  of  the 
complaint  that  Arkansas  is  seeking 
relief  from  the  coordinated  actions  of 
the  operating  companies,  which  are 
"public  utilities”  within  the  meaning  of 
section  1.8.  To  dismiss  the  complaint  on 
this  ground  would  elevate  form  over 
substance,  particularly  considering  the 
facts  that  the  operating  companies  are 
subsidiaries  of  MSU  and  that  MSS  has 
filed  the  challenged  amendment  on 
behalf  of  each  of  the  operating 
companies.  Accordingly,  MSS’s  request 
for  dismissal  will  be  denied.  Moreover, 
in  light  of  MSS’s  response  to  the 
substance  of  the  complaint  on  behalf  of 
its  affiliates,  the  Commission  will  treat 
MSS  as  their  representative  in  these 
proceedings. 

MSS  also  raises  several  substantive 
objections  to  the  complaint.  It  asserts 
that  the  system’s  capital  construction 
program  is  being  undertaken  primarily 
for  fuel  conversion  and  diversification 
purposes  and  that  the  replacement  of  oil 
and  gas-fired  generation  with  lower 
energy  cost  coal  and  nuclear  generation 
is  the  primary  consideration  governing 
current  system  planning.  MSS  states 
that,  because  the  system’s  fuel 
diversification  program  presently  calls 
for  the  addition  of  only  base  load  coal 
and  nuclear  capacity,  the  members  seek 
to  eliminate  cogenerated  capacity  from 
consideration  in  the  generation  addition 
plan.  Accordingly,  MSS  argues  that 
cogeneration  purchases  will  result  in  no 
avoided  capacity  costs,  should  not  be 
treated  as  member  company  installed 
capability,  and  should  be  priced  on  the 
basis  of  marginal  energy  costs  alone. 
Additionally,  MSS  states  that,  until  the 
projected  fuel  conversion  program  is 
complete,  the  marginal  energy  costs  on 
the  MSS  system  will  be  higher  than  the 
combined  avoided  capacity  and  energy 
costs  of  planned  generating  additions 
and  that  qualified  cogenerators  would 
therefore  receive  a  greater  benefit  under 
the  proposed  amendment  than  in  the 
absence  of  such  an  amendment. 

The  compliant  and  the  memorandum 
raise  troubling  questions.  Section  210  of 
PURPA  was  intended  by  Congress  to 


’Section  1.6(a)  provides  in  pertinent  part: 

(a)  General.  Any  person,  including  any  State  or 
local  commission,  complaining  of  anything  done  or 
omitted  to  be  done  by  any  licensee,  public  utility  or 
natural-gas  company  in  contravention  of  an  act. 
rule,  regulation,  or  order  administered  or  issued  by 
this  Commission,  may  file  a  complaint  with  the 
Commission. 


encourage  cogeneration."  However, 
Arkansas  claims  that  the  amendment,  in 
fact,  would  have  the  contrary  effect  of 
discouraging  potential  cogeneration. 
Moreover,  the  memorandum  reflects  the 
intention  of  the  operating  companies  to 
disregard  the  availability  of 
cogeneration,  regardless  of  its 
reliability,  in  adding  new  capacity.  The 
Commission  has  recognized  that  a  utility 
cannot  be  expected  to  substitute  . 
sporadic  or  unrealiable  deliveries  of 
cogenerated  power  for  needed  capacity 
additions.9  However,  it  is  conceivable 
that  dependable  cogeneration  capacity 
which  could  permit  the  system  to  defer 
or  avoid  adding  new  generating  capacity 
will  become  available  before 
construction  of  all  proposed  new 
generating  plant  has  been  completed. 

Within  the  Middle  South  system, 
member  companies  who  have 
insufficient  capacity  to  meet  their 
designated  capability  responsibility 
must  purchase  capacity  and  incur 
capability  equalization  payments.  From 
the  facts  and  arguments  presented  thus 
far,  we  are  unable  to  conclude  that  an 
absolute  exclusion  of  firm  cogenerated 
power  from  member  company  capability 
and  the  pricing  of  cogenerated 
purchases  on  avoided  incremental 
energy  costs  alone  will  result  in 
installed  capability  costs,  allocations  of 
reserves,  or  capability  equalization 
payments  which  are  just  and 
reasonable.  These  questions  are  the 
appropriate  subject  matter  of  an 
evidentiary  hearing. 

Our  analysis  indicates  that  MSS’s 
proposed  amendment  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  accept  that  submittal  for  filing  and 
suspend  it  as  directed  below. 

In  a  number  of  suspension  orders, 10 
the  Commission  has  addressed  the 
considerations  underlying  its  policy 
regarding  rate  suspensions.  For  the 
reasons  given  there,  we  have  concluded 


“Joint  Explanatory  Statement  of  the  Committee  of 
Conference,  printed  in  Federal  Energy  Guidelines. 
Statutes  and  Regulations  J|5151,  v.  1  at  5106. 

“Order  No.  69,  Small  Production  and 
Cogeneration  Facilities — Rates  and  Exemptions. 
mimeo  at  63  (Febuary  19. 1980).  Section  292.304|e| 
requires  that  the  reliability  of  a  qualifying 
cogeneration  facility  be  take  into  account  in 
determining  avoided  costs.  The  preamble  to  the  rule 
indicates  that  rates  for  "sporadic  purchases"  do  not 
include  avoided  capacity  costs.  (Order  No.  69. 
mimeo  at  63). 

w  Boston  Edison  Co..  Docket  No.  ER80-508 
(August  29. 'i960)  (five-month  suspension):  Alabama 
Power  Company.  Docket  Nos.  ER80-506.  et  al. 
(August  29, 1980)  (one-day  suspension):  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Company.  Docket  No.  ER80- 
488  (August  22, 1980)  (one-day  suspension). 
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that  rate  filings  should  generally  be 
suspended  for  the  maximum  period 
permitted  by  statute  where  preliminary 
study  leads  the  Commission  to  believe 
that  the  filing  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable  or  that  it  may  run  afoul  of 
other  statutory  standards.  We  have 
acknowledged,  however,  that  shorter 
suspensions  may  be  warranted  in 
circumstances  where  suspension  for  the 
maximum  period  may  lead  to  harsh  and 
inequitable  results.  No  such 
circumstances  have  been  presented 
here.  Although  the  filing  by  MSS  does 
not  request  a  direct  rate  modification, 
the  amendment  may  affect  reserve 
levels  maintained  by  member 
companies  and  related  capacity 
equalization  charges  within  the  system. 
We  also  note  that,  in  the  event 
cogeneration  purchases  take  place  and 
the  memorandum  is  subsequently 
declared  void  or  modified,  an  attempt  to 
reconstruct  appropriate  intrasystem 
charges  could  prove  extremely 
complicated.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  will  suspend  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  system  agreement  for 
five  months  from  sixty  days  after  the 
filing  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  on  November  27, 1981. 

Because  the  complaint  in  Docket  No. 
F.L81 -12-000  and  the  submittal  in  Docket 
No.  ER81-428-000  present  common 
questions  of  law  and  fact,  we  shall 
consolidate  these  dockets  for  purposes 
of  hearing  and  decision.  We  shall  leave 
the  ultimate  scheduling  of  this  case  to 
the  discretion  of  the  presiding 
administrative  law  judge.  However,  in 
light  of  the  potential  difficulty  that  may 
be  encountered  if  it  becomes  necessary 
to  adjust  equalization  payments  within 
the  entire  system,  the  Commission  urges 
the  judge  to  establish  a  procedural 
schedule  which  will  allow  for 
expeditious  consideration  of  the  matters 
at  issue. 

We  find  that  participation  in  this 
consolidated  proceeding  by  the  State  of 
Arkansas  is  in  the  public  interest  and 
that  good  cause  exists  to  grant  its 
untimely  petition  to  intervene  in  Docket 
No.  ER81-428-000.  Accordingly,  we  shall 
grant  the  petition  to  intervene.  It  is 
unnecessary  to  grant  intervention  to 
MSS  in  Docket  No.  EL81-12-000 
because,  as  noted  above,  MSS 
represents  and  has  responded  on  behalf 
of  the  Middle  South  operating 
companies  against  whom  the  substance 
of  the  complaint  was  directed. 

The  Commission  Orders 

(A)  Arkansas'  request  that  the  MSS 
filing  in  Docket  No.  ER81-428-000  be 
dismissed  and  MSS’s  request  that 
Arkansas’  complaint  in  Docket  No. 


EL81-12-000  be  dismissed  are  hereby 
denied. 

(B)  MSS's  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Middle  South  Service  System 
Agreement  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  five  months  to 
become  effective,  subject  to  refund,  on 
November  27, 1981. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
section  402(a)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205,  206,  and  306  thereof,  and  pursuant 
to  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  and  the  regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  [18  CFR,  Chapter 
I  (1980)j,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  (1)  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  MSS’s  proposed 
amendment  and  (2)  the  allegations  and 
prayer  for  relief  contained  in  Arkansas’ 
complaint. 

(D)  Arkansas  is  hereby  permitted  to 
intervene  in  Docket  No.  ER81-428-000. 
subject  to  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  Pnd  the 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act;  Provided,  however,  that 
participation  by  such  intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  intervene;  and,  provided 
further,  that  the  admission  of  such 
intervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  it 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or 
orders  entered  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(E)  Docket  Nos.  ER81-428-000  and 
EL81-12-000  are  hereby  consolidated  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

(F)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose,  shall  convene  a  conference  in 
this  proceeding  to  be  held  within 
approximately  fifteen  (15)  days  of  the 
date  of  this  order,  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The 
presiding  judge  is  authorized  to 
establish  procedural  dates  and  to  rule 
on  all  motions  (except  motions  to 
consolidate  or  sever  and  motions  to 
dismiss)  as  provided  for  in  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Attachment  A. — Middle  South  Services 
Docket  No.:  F.R81-428-000 
Filed:  April  27. 1981 


Description:  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
Instrument  Dated:  November  12. 1980 


Description  Company 

(1)  Supplemental  No  16  to  Arkansas  Power  and  light 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No  69  Company 

(2)  Supplemental  No.  IS  to  Louisiana  Power  and  Light 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  48  Company 

(3)  Supplemental  No  16  to  Mississippi  Power  and  Ught 

Rate  Schedule  FPC  No  Company 

228 

(4)  Supplemental  No  16  to  New  Orleans  Public  Service 

Rate  Schedule  FPC  No  5  Company 

|FR  Doc.  81-19404  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 
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IGP81-35-0001 

Conoco,  Inc.,  Request  for  Withdrawal 

Issued  June  26. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  5. 1981, 
Conoco  Inc.  High  Island  110  Well  A-8. 
High  Island  Block  III,  Offshore  Texas, 
filed  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  a  request  to 
withdraw  its  application  for  a  section 
102  well  category  determination  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA)  for  the  above-captioned  well. 
The  determination  for  the  subject  well 
became  final  by  operation  of  §  275.202 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  before 
the  date  on  which  the  request  for 
withdrawal  was  made. 

Conoco  stated  that  when  the  well 
production  exceeded  what  was  initially 
determined  to  be  producible  gas 
reserves  from  the  LP(A-8)  reservoir,  a 
study  was  conducted  of  that  reservoir. 
Conoco  further  states  that  it  determined 
that  the  LP(A-8)  reservoir  was  actually 
depleted  in  September  1978  and  that  the 
wellbore  communication  between  the 
LP(A-8)  and  the  LN(A-2)  reservoir  had 
allowed  gas  from  the  LN(A-2)  reservoir 
to  migrate  and  be  produced  through  the 
A-8  well.  Gas  produced  from  the  LN(A- 
2)  reservoir,  continues  Conoco,  does  not 
qualify  as  a  new  offshore  reservoir. 

The  procedures  applicable  to  the 
conduct  of  this  adjustment  proceeding 
are  found  in  §  1.41  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  Order 
No.  24,  issued  March  22, 1979,  (44  FR 
19861,  March  30. 1979). 

Any  person  desiring  to  participate  in 
this  adjustment  proceeding  shall  File  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.41(e).  All  petitions 
to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  17, 1981. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc:.  81-19417  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  ER81-555-000] 

Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  26. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Delmarva)  on  June  16, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  Amendment  No. 
1  to  a  Service  Agreement  dated  May  27, 
1980  with  the  City  of  Seaford,  Delaware. 
The  Service  Agreement  provides  for 
generation  by  Seaford  of  part  of  its 
electric  service  requirements.  The 
Amendment  No.  1  would  change  the 
hours  during  which  and  certain  other 
conditions  under  which  Seaford  will 
operate  its  generation  facilities. 

The  Amendment  was  entered  into  at 
the  request  of  Seaford  to  give  the  town 
greater  flexibility  in  its  “peak-shaving” 
efforts.  The  proposed  effective  date  of 
the  Amendment  is  May  29, 1981  and 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements  is  requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19418  Filed  7-1-81:  &45  am) 
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[Project  No.  4646-000] 

Frankfort  Electric  and  Water  Plant 
Board;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Frankfort  Electric 
and  Water  Plant  Board  (Applicant)  filed 
on  May  11, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  Project  NO.  4646  to  be  known 
as  the  Kentucky  River  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  3  located  on  the  Kentucky  River  in 
Henry  and  Owen  Counties,  Kentucky. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 


inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Rodney  R.  Ratliff,  E^rd  Chairman, 
Frankfort  Electric  and  Water  Plant 
Board,  P.O.  Box  308,  Frankfort,  Kentucky 
40602. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  United  States 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers’  Kentucky 
River  Lock  and  Dam  No.  3.  The 
proposed  Project  No.  4646  would  consist 
of:  (1)  a  proposed  powerhouse 
containing  generating  units  having  an 
installed  capacity  of  6  MW  and  an 
estimated  average  annual  energy 
production  of  36  GWh;  (2)  proposed 
transmission  lines  to  be  interconnected 
to  a  138-kV  transmission  line  owned  by 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company  and 
approximately  10,600  feet  from  the 
project  site;  and  (3)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  proposed  Kentucky  River 
Lock  and  Dam  No.  3  Hydro  project  is 
located  on  Federal  lands. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit;  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  studies 
would  be  made  to  determine  the 
engineering,  environmental,  and 
economic  feasibility  of  the  project.  In 
addition,  historic  and  recreational 
aspects  of  the  project  would  be 
determined,  along  with  consultation 
with  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
for  information,  comments  and 
recommendations  relevant  to  the 
project.  The  applicant  estimates  that  the 
cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $100,000. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Kentucky  River  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  3  Project  No.  3674  filed  on 
November  5, 1980,  by  Dam  Three 
Development  Ltd.  under  18  CFR  4.33 
(1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  application  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  application  of  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 


and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  24, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
"PROTEST”,  or  "PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4646.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19439  Filed  7-1-81;  8.45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  CP78-391  and  Docket  Nos. 
CP75-278  and  CP77-556] 

Great  Plains  Gasification  Associates, 
et  al.;  Petition  To  Amend  Opinion  and 
Order  Approving  Rate  Settlement 

Issued  June  25. 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  Great  Plains 
Gasification  Associates,  successor  to 
ANR  Gasification  Properties  Company 
and  PGC  Coal  Gasification  Company; 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation;  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company;  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America;  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.;  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23, 1981, 
Great  Plains  Gasification  Associates 
(Great  Plains),  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company  (Mich  Wis),  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Natural), 
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Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee), 
and  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco),  filed  a  petition  to 
amend  Commission  Opinion  No.  119, 
“Opinion  and  Order  Approving  Rate 
Settlement  with  Modifications,”  issued 
on  April  30, 1981,  to  authorize  a  minor 
adjustment  in  the  volumes  of  synthetic 
gas  to  be  purchased  from  Great  Plains 
by  Natural  and  Tennessee. 

Petitioners  state  that  the  Officer  of 
Settlement  which  was  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  119 
contemplated  that  each  of  the 
pipelines — Mich  Wis,  Natural, 

Tennessee,  and  Transco — would 
purchase  25%  of  the  synthetic  gas  to  be 
produced  by  the  Great  Plains  Coal 
Gasification  Project  under  certain  Gas 
Purchase  Agreements.  As  a  result  of  a 
recent  adjustment  in  the  equity 
participation  of  the  pipelines'  affiliates 
in  the  Great  Plains  Project,  it  is  now 
proposed  that  Tennessee  and  Natural 
would  execute  Gas  Purchase 
Agreements  for  30%  and  20%  of  Great 
Plains’  supply,  respectively.  As 
previously  proposed  in  the  Offer  of 
Settlement,  Mich  Wis  and  Transco 
would  each  purchase  25%  of  Great 
Plains’  supply  under  their  Gas  Purchase 
Agreements.  Petitioners  request  the 
Commission  to  amend  Opinion  No.  119 
to  authorize  the  proposed  changes  in  the 
purchases  of  synthetic  gas  by  Tennessee 
and  Natural  under  the  Gas  Purchase 
Agreements  by  finding  that  the  action  of 
Natural  and  Tennessee  in  executing  the 
Gas  Purchase  Agreements  as  so 
modified  is  prudent  and  by  authorizing 
Natural  and  Tennessee  to  recover  the 
charges  under  such  Gas  Purchase 
Agreements  from  their  jurisdictional 
customers  through  the  PGA  provisions 
of  their  respective  tariffs,  all  as 
previously  authorized  by  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  119. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  6, 1981. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19440  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Project  No.  2845-000] 

Idaho  Power  Co.;  Intent  To  Prepare 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
Notice  of  Scoping  Meeting 

June  29, 1981. 

An  application  for  license  has  been 
filed  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  by  Idaho  Power  Company 
of  Boise,  Idaho  for  the  construction, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
proposed  A.  J.  Wiley  Hydroelectric 
Project,  FERC  No.  2845,  to  be  located  on 
the  Snake  River  in  Twin  Falls  and 
Gooding  Counties,  Idaho. 

Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  was  given  on  May  7, 1981. 
The  application  has  been  mailed  out  for 
agency  review  and  comment.  The 
Commission’s  staff  has  determined  that 
issuance  of  a  license  for  the  proposed 
hydroelectric  project  would  constitute  a 
major  federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  The  staff  therefore  intends 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act. 
Possible  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action  will  be  addressed. 

Interested  persons  and  agencies  are 
invited  to  participate  in  a  scoping 
meeting  to  discuss  the  environmental 
impacts  expected  from  the  proposed  A. 

J.  Wiley  Hydroelectric  Project.  The 
scoping  meeting  will  be  convened  by  the 
Commission’s  staff  at  1:00  p.m.  on  July 
28, 1981  in  the  multi-purpose  room  of  the 
Library  Building,  City  Hall,  308  Fifth 
Avenue  West,  Gooding,  Idaho  (83330). 
Interested  persons  are  encouraged  to 
attend  the  session  commencing  at  1:00 
p.m.  so  that  they  will  have  the 
opportunity  to  hear  the  comments  of 
participating  governmental  agencies  in 
addition  to  expressing  their  own  views. 
For  those  persons  unable  to  attend  the 
scoping  meeting  during  business  hours, 
an  additional  session  will  be  convened 
at  the  same  location  at  7:30  p.m.  and 
interested  persons  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  express  their  views 
regarding  significant  environmental 
issues.  Both  sessions  will  be  recorded 
by  a  stenographer. 

The  primary  goal  of  this  meeting  is  to 
encourage  interested  parties  to  assist 
the  staff  in  determining  the  scope  of 
significant  issues  to  be  analyzed  in 
depth  in  the  environmental  impact 


statement;  and  identifying  and 
eliminating  from  detailed  study  issues 
that  are  not  significant  or  that  have  been 
covered  by  prior  environmental  review. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  scoping 
meeting  is  not  intended  as  a  forum  to 
consider  the  ultimate  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  Commission  should 
approve  Idaho  Power  Company’s 
application  for  authority  to  construct, 
operate  and  maintain  the  proposed 
project,  but  rather  as  a  vehicle  to  assist 
in  the  compilation  and  analysis  of 
significant  environmental  issues  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  at  a  later 
stage  in  this  proceeding. 

If  you  are  unable  to  send  a 
representative  to  this  meeting  or  if  there 
is  insufficient  time  during  the  scoping 
meeting  for  you  to  offer  your  comments 
verbally,  you  are  encouraged  to  mail  to 
the  Commission's  staff  written 
comments  detailing  significant  issues 
that  should  be  addressed  in  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  If  we 
do  not  receive  your  comments  by 
September  1, 1981,  we  will  assume  that 
you  have  no  further  comments 
concerning  the  issues  to  be  discussed  in 
depth  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement. 

Questions  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  the  environmental  impact 
statement  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Thomas  Russo,  Division  of 
Environmental  Analysis,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426  at  (202)  376-9061. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19441  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  86450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-554-000] 

Illinois  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power 
Company  (Illinois)  on  June  15, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  new  Short  Term 
Energy  Transmission  Rate  applicable  to 
the  City  of  Princeton,  the  City  of 
Waterloo,  the  City  of  Peru,  the  City  of 
Mascoutah,  the  Village  of  Freeburg,  the 
Cities  of  Preese  and  Carlyle  and  the  City 
of  Highland,  Illinois. 

Illinois  states  that  this  Agreement 
provides  for  the  transmission  by  Illinois 
of  electric  energy  between  the  Municipal 
Utilities  and  with  any  other  utility 
interconnected  with  Illinois  on  a  short 
term  basis  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  as  set  forth  in  the  Agreement. 
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Illinois  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
June  15, 1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Illinois’  electric  partial  requirements 
customers  and  the  Illinois  Commerce 
Commission,  Springfield,  Illinois. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Caitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10)  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-19419  Filed  7-1-81;  a45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4662-000] 

J.  Mark  Nielsen;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  J.  Mark  Nielsen 
(Applicant)  filed  on  May  14, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  section  791(a)— 825(r)j  for  Project 
No.  4662  known  as  the  Little  Bucks 
Project  located  on  Grizzly  Creek  in 
Plumas  County,  California.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  J. 
Mark  Nielsen,  474  Main  Street, 
Placerville,  California  95667. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  diversion 
structure  located  on  Grizzly  Creek  just 
below  the  outlet  portal  of  Pacific  Gas 
and  Electric  Company’s  (PG&E)  tunnel 
from  Lower  Bucks  Lake;  (2)  a  10-foot 
diameter,  11,000-foot  long  tunnel;  (3)  a 
powerhouse  with  a  capacity  of  up  to  17 
MW  located  in  the  vicinity  of  PG&E’s 
Grizzly  Forebay;  and  (4)  associated 
electrical  and  transmission  equipment. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  project 
would  have  an  average  annual  output  of 
up  to  50,000  MWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  .not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  would  conduct  a  detailed 


study  to  determine  the  technical, 
economical,  financial,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project.  Applicant  estimates 
that  the  proposed  studies,  including 
preparation  of  a  license  application 
would  cost  $150,000. 

Competing  Application — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  31, 1981  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
§  4.33(a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  §  4.33(b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  30, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  §  1.8  or  §  1.10 
(1980).  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  only  those  who  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  31, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
"NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION", 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
"PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 


of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19444  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4704-000] 

Joseph  A.  McKinley;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Joseph  A.  McKinley 
(Applicant)  filed  on  May  20, 1981,  and 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  section  791(a)-825(r)j  for  Project 
No.  4704  known  as  the  Chambers  Creek 
Water  Project  located  on  Chambers 
Creek  in  Plumas  County,  California.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to  :  Mr. 
Joseph  A.  Mckinley,  50  Alvarado  Road, 
Berkley,  California  94705. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  diversion 
ditch  to  divert  water  from  Jackass 
Creek;  (2)  a  diversion  ditch  to  divert 
water  from  Chambers  Creek;  (3)  a 
11,500-foot  long,  22-inch  diameter 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  with  total 
installed  capacity  of  4.75  MW;  and  (5) 
an  interconnection  with  an  existing 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Transmission  line.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  average  annual  energy 
production  would  be  13  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  Preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  18 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
engineering,  hydrological,  economic,  and 
environmental  studies  and  prepare  state 
permits  and  an  FERC  license.  No  new 
roads  are  required  for  conducting  these 
studies.  The  cost  of  these  studies  is 
estimated  by  the  Applicant  to  be 
$40,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  31, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  30, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
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(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  Section  1.8  or 
Section  1.10  (1980).  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  only  those 
who  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  may  become  a  party  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  31, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  "PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE,  Washington  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19443  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-557-000] 

Lake  Superior  District  Power  Co.; 

Filing 

June  26, 1961. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Lake  Superior 
District  Power  Company  (LSDP)  on  June 
17, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  contracts  for  electric 
service  to  the  City  of  Medford, 
Wisconsin,  the  City  of  Wakefield, 
Michigan  and  North  Central  Power 
Company,  Inc. 


The  proposed  changes  would  increase 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  electric 
sales  by  $400,988,  based  on  calendar 
year  1980.  LSDP  requests  an  effective 
date  for  the  proposed  increase  of  August 
16, 1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  affected  jurisdictional  customers,  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin  and  the  Michigan  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §  §  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19420  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER8 1-560-000] 

Lockhart  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Lockhart  Power 
Company  (Lockhart)  on  June  18, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  Rate 
Schedule  Resale.  The  interim  change 
would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
$430,298  based  on  the  12-month  period 
ending  December  31, 1980.  The  proposed 
change  would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
$627,436  based  on  the  12-month  period 
ending  December  31, 1980. 

Lockhart  states  that  the  reason  for  the 
proposed  increase  is  primarily  the 
Company’s  increased  cost  of  purchased 
power  pursuant  to  a  Duke  Power 
Company  increase  in  wholesale  rates 
filed  on  June  16, 1981.  With  the 
increased  cost  of  purchased  power  and 
certain  other  cost  increases,  the 
Company  would  not  be  able  to  earn  a 
reasonable  return  on  its  investment 
without  adjusting  its  own  resale  rates  to 
reflect  these  increased  costs.  Lockhart 


proposes  an  effective  date  of  August  15. 
1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  the  City  of  Union,  South  Carolina. 
Lockhart’s  sole  jurisdictional  customer. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  has  also  been  mailed 
to  the  South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  16. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19444  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4698-000] 

Montana  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Conservation 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Montana  Department 
of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation 
(Applicant)  filed  on  May  19, 1981.  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act  16 
U.S  C.  sections  791(a)-825(r)J  for  Project 
No.  4698  known  as  the  Nevada  Creek 
Project  located  on  Nevada  Creek  and 
Nevada  Lake  in  Powell  County, 
Montana.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Gary  Fritz,  Administrator,  Water 
Resources  Division,  Montana 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Conservation,  32  South  Ewing.  Helena, 
Montana  59601. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  the  existing 
105-foot  high  earthfill  Nevada  Creek 
Dam  with  a  concrete  spillway  and  a  392- 
foot  long  outlet  conduit;  (2)  a  reservoir 
with  a  usable  storage  capacity  of  12,400 
acre-feet,  (3)  a  bifurcation;  (4)  a 
powerhouse,  to  be  located  at  the  toe  of 
the  dam,  and  containing  one  generating 
unit  rated  at  1.480  kW;  and  (5)  a 
transmission  line.  The  average  annual 
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energy  generation  is  estimated  to  be  2.8 
GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  economic, 
feasibility,  and  environmental  studies, 
and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  would  be 
required  to  conduct  the  studies.  The  cost 
of  the  work  to  be  performed  under  the 
preliminary  permit  is  estimated  to  be 
$100,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  31, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  30, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  31, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission's 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 


Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19445  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-542-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Montana  Power 
Company  (Montana)  on  June  12, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  in  accordance  with 
Section  35  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  Letter  Agreements  with  the 
City  of  Glendale  (Glendale).  Montana 
states  that  these  Letter  Agreements 
provide  for  the  sale  of  firm  energy 
between  Montana  and  Glendale. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreements  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  by  $346,500.00 
based  upon  energy  delivered  from 
December  3, 1980  through  January  31, 
1981.  Montana  states  that  the  rate  for 
firm  energy  under  these  Letter 
Agreements  was  negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  December  3, 1980, 
is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  requirements  is  therefore 
requested. 

In  addition,  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  of 
its  supplements.  Montana  states  that  the 
Agreements  have  expired  of  their  own 
terms  and  have  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19421  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-541-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Montana  Power 
Company  (Montana)  on  June  12, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  in  accordance  with 
Section  35  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  Letter  Agreements  with  the 
Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  & 
Power  (Los  Angeles).  Montana  states 
that  these  Letter  Agreements  provide  for 
the  sale  of  firm  energy  between 
Montana  and  Los  Angeles. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreements  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  by 
$4,140,000.00,  based  upon  energy 
delivered  from  November  17, 1980 
through  February  14, 1981.  Montana 
states  that  the  rate  for  firm  energy  under 
these  Letter  Agreements  was  negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  November  17, 

1980,  is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  is 
therefore  requested. 

In  addition,  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  its 
supplements.  Montana  states  the 
Agreements  have  expired  of  their  own 
terms  and  have  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19422  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-65-M 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Notices 


34639 


(Docket  No.  ER81-546-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

(une  26, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Montana  Power 
Company  on  June  12, 1981,  tendered  for 
filing  in  accordance  with  Section  35  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations,  a  Letter 
Agreement  with  the  Washington  Water 
Power  Company  (Washington). 

Montana  states  that  this  Letter 
Agreement  provides  for  the  sale  of  firm 
energy  between  Montana  and 
Washington. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreement  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  by 
$3,960,000.00,  based  upon  energy 
delivered  from  October  31, 1980  through 
january  31, 1981.  Montana  states  that 
the  rate  for  firm  energy  under  this  Letter 
Agreement  was  negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  October  16, 1980, 
is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  notice  requirements  is 
therefore  requested. 

In  addition,  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  its 
supplements.  Montana  states  that  the 
Agreement  has  expired  of  its  own  terms 
and  has  not  been  removed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  Filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19423  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

(Docket  No.  ER8 1-543-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

(une  26. 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12, 1981  the 
Montana  Power  Company  (Montana) 
tendered  for  filing  in  accordance  with 


Section  35  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  a  Letter  Agreement  with 
the  City  of  Pasadena  (Pasadena). 
Montana  states  that  this  Letter 
Agreement  provides  for  the  sale  of  firm 
energy  between  Montana  and  Pasadena. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreement  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  by  $207,659.88. 
based  upon  energy  delivered  from 
December  3. 1980  through  January  31, 
1981.  Montana  states  that  the  rate  for 
firm  energy  under  this  Letter  Agreement 
was  negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  December  3, 1980, 
is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  requirements  is  therefore 
requested. 

In  addition.  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  of 
its  supplements.  Montana  states  that  the 
Agreement  has  expired  of  its  own  terms 
and  has  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington, 

D  C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR  Doc.  81-19424  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

l Docket  No.  ER81-544-000) 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Montana  Power 
Company  (Montana)  on  June  12, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  in  accordance  with 
section  35  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  a  Letter  Agreement  with 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison).  Montana  states  that  this  Letter 
Agreement  provides  for  the  sales  of  firm 
energy  between  Montana  and  Edison. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreements  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  by 
$11,204,110.53,  based  upon  energy 
delivered  from  October  17, 1980,  through 
February  1. 1981.  Montana  states  that 


the  rate  for  firm  energy  under  these 
proposed  Letter  Agreements  was 
negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  October  17. 1980. 
is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  requirements  is  therefore 
requested. 

In  addition.  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  its 
supplements.  Montana  states  that  the 
Agreement  has  expired  of  its  own  terms 
and  has  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE..  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19425  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-48 

(Docket  No.  ER81-545-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Filing 

(une  26. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Montana  Power 
Company  (Montana)  on  June  12, 1981. 
tendered  for  filing  in  accordance  with 
Section  35  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations,  a  Letter  Agreements  with 
the  City  of  Burbank  (Burbank).  Montana 
states  that  this  Letter  Agreement 
provide  for  the  sale  of  firm  energy 
between  Montana  and  Burbank. 

Montana  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Letter  Agreement  increased  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sale6  by  $346,500.00. 
based  upon  energy  delivered  from 
December  3. 1980  through  January  31, 
1981.  Montana  states  that  the  rate  for 
firm  energy  under  this  Letter  Agreement 
was  negotiated. 

An  effective  date  of  December  3, 1980. 
is  proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  is 
therefore  requested. 

In  addition.  Montana  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
Rate  Schedule  in  this  docket,  and  all  its 
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supplements.  Montana  states  that  the 
Agreement  have  expired  of  their  own 
terms  and  have  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19428  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  No.  ER81-539-000] 

Montaup  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

June  25, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Montaup  Electric 
Company  (“Montaup”)  on  June  12, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  supplemental  unit 
sales  agreement  and  an  associated 
supplement  to  a  transmission  service 
agreement  between  Montaup  and  the 
Taunton  Municipal  Lighting  Plant 
(“Tauntron”). 

The  supplemental  unit  sales 
agreement  dated  April  14, 1981,  provides 
for  additional  purchases  of  capacity  and 
energy  from  Somerset  Unit  No.  6  and 
Canal  Unit  No.  2  for  the  period 
beginning  April  13, 1981,  the  date  that 
Taunton’s  Clearly  Unit  No.  9  went  out  of 
service  for  emergency  repairs,  and 
ending  on  November  1, 1981  or  when 
Cleary  No.  9  goes  back  on  line 
whichever  comes  first.  Attached  to  the 
supplemental  unit  sales  agreement  is  a 
revision  dated  May  11, 1981  that 
decreases  Taunton’s  purchase  of  power 
from  Somerset  Unit  No.  6  effective  May 
10, 1981. 

The  associated  supplement  to  the 
transmission  service  agreement 
specifies  that  Montaup  will  transmit  for 
Taunton  the  additional  power  purchased 
by  Taunton  from  Somerset  Unit  No.  6 
under  the  supplemental  unit  sales 
agreement.  The  transmission  of 
additional  Canal  Unit  No.  2  power  under 
the  supplemental  unit  sales  agreement  is 


provided  for  by  the  New  England  Power 
Pool  Agreement. 

Montaup  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  60-day  notice  requirement 
in  order  to  allow  an  effective  date  of 
April  13, 1981  for  the  supplemental  unit 
sales  and  transmission  service 
agreements  and  May  10, 1981  for  the 
revision  to  the  supplemental  unit  sales 
agreement. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
on  Taunton  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities. 

Any  person  wishing  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  pretests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  13, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19405  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-551-000] 

Montaup  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981 

The  Filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16, 1981, 
Montaup  Electric  Company  ("Montaup”) 
tendered  for  filing  an  amended  Exhibit 
A  to  Supplement  No.  8  to  Montaup’s 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  36  for  service  to 
the  Middleborough  Municipal  Gas  and 
Electric  Department  (“Middleborough”). 
The  Amendment  results  in  an  annual 
decrease  of  $132  in  the  charge  paid  by 
Middleborough  for  its  use  for  purposes 
of  non-firm  power  of  the  115k  V  radial 
line  connecting  the  electric  systems  of 
Montaup  and  Middleborough.  It  is 
requested  that  the  amendment  be 
granted  a  retroactive  effective  date  of 
January  1, 1981. 

The  requested  January  1, 1981 
effective  date  is  consistent  with 
Supplement  No.  8,  which  is  a  contract 
between  Montaup  and  Middleborough. 
Article  XI  of  Supplement  No.  8  contains 
a  formula  for  development  of  the  radial 
line  charge  which  is  to  be  recalculated 
each  year  based  on  costs  experienced  in 


the  prior  year.  The  Commission 
accepted  Supplement  No.  8  by  letter 
order  of  April  11, 1977  (Docket  No. 
ER77-192)  but  stated  therein  that  annual 
recalculations  of  the  radial  transmission 
charge  would  require  filing  with  the 
Commission.  The  new  Exhibit  A  is 
based  on  1980  costs  and  is  the  basis  on 
which  charges  would  be  made 
throughout  1981.  Each  year’s  update  is 
dependent  upon  the  prior  year’s  actual 
figures,  which  are  not  available  for  some 
months  after  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
Accordingly,  Montaup  requests  waiver 
of  the  notice  requirements  so  that  the 
new  rate  may  become  effective  as  of 
January  1, 1981. 

Montaup  does  not  provide  a  similar 
115kV  radial  line  service  to  any  other 
customer.  No  facilities  are  to  be 
installed  or  modified  to  provide  the 
service  affected  by  this  filing.  Posting  of 
this  filing  has  been  accomplished  as 
required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  and  copies  have  been  served 
on  Middleborough  and  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Utilities.  This  filing  is  in  accordance 
with  the  contract  between  Montaup  and 
Middleborough  and  does  not  require 
Middleborough’s  consent. 

Any  person  wishing  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  17, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kennth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19446  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-564-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara),  on  June 
19, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule,  an  agreement  between 
Niagara  and  the  Consolidated  Edison 
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Company  of  New  York,  Inc.  (Con 
Edison)  dated  April  1, 1979. 

The  agreement  provides  for  the 
delivery  of  diversity  power  and  energy 
from  the  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of 
New  York  (PASNY)  and  Con  Edison. 

The  diversity  power  and  energy  is  in 
turn  exchanged  by  PASNY  with  Hydro 
Quebec.  Niagara  is  requesting  an 
effective  date  of  April  1, 1979.The 
agreement  requires  revision  of  the 
transmission  rates  on  April  1,  of  each 
year.  Concurrently  with  this  submittal, 
Niagara  is  submitting  a  supplement  to 
the  agreement  dated  April  1, 1980  which 
revises  the  transmission  rates.  Niagara 
has  charged  Con  Edison  based  on  the 
previous  year  end  data  and  cost  of 
capital  as  determined  by  the  New  York 
Public  Service  Commission  in  Niagara’s 
most  recent  electric  rate  proceeding. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  following: 

Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.,  4  Irving  Place,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10003 

Public  Service  Commission,  State  of 
New  York,  Rockefeller  Plaza,  Albany, 
N.Y. 12223. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  to  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
N.E.,  Washington  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  July 
17, 1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceedings.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.  81-19447  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

(Project  No.  4486-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.; 
Application  for  Exemption  From 
Licensing  of  a  Small  Hydroelectric 
Project  of  5  Megawatts  or  Less 

June  25. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  filed  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
on  April  6, 1981,  an  application  for 
exemption  for  its  Theresa  Project  Nu. 
4486  from  all  or  part  of  Part  I  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  pursuant  to  18  CFR 


Part  4  subpart  K  (1980)  implemening  in 
part  Section  408  of  the  Energy  Security 
Act  of  1980.*  The  proposed  project 
would  be  located  on  the  Indian  River  in 
Jefferson  County,  New  York. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  John  H.  Terry, 

Esq.,  Niagara  Mohawk  Power 
Corporation;  300  Erie  Blvd.,  West; 
Syracuse,  New  York  13202. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing 
concrete  and  masonry  gravity  dam,  34.5 
feet  high  and  121  feet  long  which 
includes  a  concrete  spillway  section  48.4 
feet  long;  (2)  an  existing  reservoir  with  a 
surface  area  of  75.0  acres  at  a  mean 
surface  elevation  of  374.5  feet  (USGS 
datum);  (3)  two  existing  floodgates,  20 
feet  wide:  (4)  an  existing  intake  section 
20  feet  wide;  (5)  an  existing  7-foot 
diameter  steel  penstock,  175  feet  long, 
leading  to  (6)  an  existing  powerhouse,  a 
concrete  structure  47  feet  by  38  feet, 
containing  two  existing  generators  with 
a  total  installed  capacity  of  1,615  kW;  (7) 
an  existing  23  kV  transmission  line;  and 
(8)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Applicant  proposed  to:  (1)  replace 
runners  and  rebuild  both  turbines;  (2) 
rewind  generators  (as  required);  (3) 
replace  and  repair  various  electrical 
equipment;  (4)  replace  a  section  of  the 
penstock;  and  (5)  replace  the  existing 
floodgates. 

Purpose  of  Exemption — An 
exemption,  if  issued,  gives  the  Exemptee 
priority  of  control,  development,  and 
operation  of  the  project  under  the  terms 
of  the  exemption  from  licensing,  and 
protects  the  Exemptee  from  permit  or  \ 
license  applicants  that  would  seek  to 
take  or  develop  the  project. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  exemption.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  an  exemption 
and  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  an 
exemption  as  described  in  this  notice. 

No  other  formal  request  for  comments 
will  be  made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  60  days  of  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  notice,  it  will  be 
presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 


1  Pub.  L.  96-294. 94  Stat.  611.  Section  408  of  the 
ESA  amends  inter  alia.  Sections  405  and  408  of  the 
Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978  (16 
U.S.C.  2705  and  2708J. 


application  to  the  FERC  Project  No.  4028 
filed  on  January  1, 1981,  under  18  CFR 
4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  application  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  application  of  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  section  1.10 
for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  files  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  6, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
"PROTEST  ”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  a  notice  of 
application  for  exemption  from  licensing 
for  Project  No.  4486.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washington.  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E  Springer,  Chief.  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
NE.,  Room  208  RB,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-19406  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  Id-1964-000] 

Norman  Barker,  Jr.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1981, 
Norman  Barker,  Jr.  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Director,  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 
Director,  Lear  Siegler,  Inc. 

In  the  alternative,  Mr.  Barker  seeks  an 
order  of  the  Commission  dismissing  this 
application  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19427  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Project  No.  4626-000] 

Northern  Colorado  Water 
Conservancy  District;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  25,  1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Northern 
Colorado  Water  Conservancy  District 
(Applicant)  filed  on  May  5, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  4626 
known  as  the  Carter  Lake  Project 
located  on  the  Big  Thompson  River  near 
the  City  of  Loveland  in  Larimer  County, 
Colorado.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Earl  F.  Phipps,  Northern  Colorado  Water 
Conservancy  District,  P.  O.  Box  679, 
Loveland,  Colorado  80537. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  U.  S. 
Water  and  Power  Resources  Service’s 
Carter  Lake  Dam  No.  1  and  would 
consist  of:  (1)  a  new  48-inch  diameter, 


400-foot  long  penstock  installed  in  and 
through  the  existing  outlet  tunnel;  (2)  a 
powerhouse  containing  two  generating 
units  having  a  total  rated  capacity  of 
two  megawatts  at  a  flow  or  200  cfs  and 
a  head  of  140  feet;  (3)  a  switchyard;  (4)  a 
one,  four,  or  5-mile  long  transmission 
line;  and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  4,000,000 
kWh.  Project  energy  would  be  sold  to 
Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado, 
Tri-State  Generation  and  Transmission 
Association,  or  Western  Area  Power 
Administration. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  18- 
months  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  a  feasibility  study  to  indicate 
the  specific  engineering  requirements, 
the  economic  viability,  marketability, 
transmission  needs,  and  the 
environmental  impacts  of  the  proposal, 
and  would  prepare  an  application  for  an 
FERC  license.  Applicant  estimates  the 
cost  of  the  study  under  the  permit  would 
be  $40,000. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Carter  Lake 
Hydroelectric  Project  No.  3746  filed  on 
November  17, 1980,  by  Mitchell  Energy 
Company,  Inc.  under  18  CFR  4.33  (1980). 
Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  initial 
application  has  already  been  given  and 
the  due  date  for  filing  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  has 
passed.  Therefore,  no  further  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  to  file 
competing  applications  will  be  accepted 
for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  21, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 


capital  letters  ihe  title  “COMMENTS'' 
“PROTEST”  or  PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D  C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19448  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ST79-20-001,  et  al.) 

ONG  Western,  Inc.,  et  al.;  Extension 
Reports 

June  25, 1981. 

The  companies  listed  below  have  filed 
extension  reports  pursuant  to  Section 
311  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1979 
(NGPA)  and  Part  284  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  giving  notice 
of  their  intention  to  continue 
transportation  and  sales  of  natural  gas 
for  an  additional  term  of  up  to  2  years. 
These  transactions  commenced  on  a 
self-implementing  basis  without  case- 
by-case  Commission  authorization.  The 
Commission’s  regulations  provide  that 
the  transportation  or  sales  may  continue 
for  an  additional  term  if  the  Commission 
does  not  act  to  disapprove  or  modify  the 
proposed  extension  during  the  90  days 
preceding  the  effective  date  of  the 
requested  extension. 

The  table  below  lists  the  name  and 
addresses  of  each  company  selling  or 
transporting  pursuant  to  Part  284;  the 
party  receiving  the  gas;  the  date  that  the 
extension  report  was  filed;  and  the 
effective  date  of  the  extension.  A  letter 
“B”  in  the  Part  284  column  indicates  a 
transportation  by  an  interstate  pipeline 
which  is  extended  under  §  284.105.  The 
letter  “C”*  indicates  transportation  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  under 
|  284.125.  A  “D”  indicates  a  sale  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  under 
§  284.146. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
extension  report  should  on  or  before 
July  8, 1981  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 


\ 
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D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  taken  but  will  not  service  to  make  the 

requirements  of  the  Commission's  Rules  protestants  party  to  a  proceeding.  Any 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
1.10).  All  protest  filed  with  the  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 

Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 

Docket  No.  Transporter/seller  Recipient 

ST79-20-001 . . . . ONG  Western,  Inc.,  624  South  Boston  Ave.,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  Of  America _ _ 

Tulsa,  OK  74119. 

ST79-21-001. . . . . . . do . . . . . . .  Transwestem  Pipeline  Co _ _ _ _ _ 

ST/9-24-001 _ - _ _  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp _ _ _ 

1352,  Alexandria.  LA  71301. 

ST79-37-001 _ _ _ Oasis  Pipe  Line  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Houston,  0  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co _ _ _ _ 

TX  77001. 

ST79-39-001 . .  Houston  Pipe  Line  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Hous-  . do..—. _ _ _ 

ton,  TX  77001. 

ST79-41-001 . . .  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corp.,  Fidelity  Union  Tower  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _ ...... 

Building,  Dallas,  TX  75201. 

ST79-42-001 .  Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  301  South  Harwood  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co . . . . . . 

Street,  Dallas,  TX  75201. 

ST79-74-001 _ _ _ Oasis  Pipe  Line  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Houston,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co _ — _ _ _ ...... 

TX  77001. 

ST79-75-001 _  Houston  Pipe  Line  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Hous-  .do _ — 

ton,  TX  7701. 

ST79-82-001 . Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp . . . . 

1160,  Owensboro,  KY  42301. 

ST79-106-001 _ _ _ _ _  Intrastate  Gathering  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  32999,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _ _ _ 

San  Antonio,  TX  78216. 

ST79-109-001 . . Valero  Transmission  Co.,  P.O.  Box  500,  San  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co _ 

Antonio,  TX  78292. 

ST80-2-001  . The  Nueces  Co.,  3000  Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co . . . . 

Dallas,  TX  75201. 

ST80-5-OOT _ _ _ ONG  Western,  Inc.,  624  South  Boston  Ave.,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _ _ _ — 

Tulsa,  OK  74119. 

ST80-8-001 . . . . . J-W  Operating  Co.,  1900  LTV  Tower,  Dallas . do........... _ _ _ _ 

TX  75201. 

ST80-61-001 _ _ ONG  Western,  Inc.,  624  South  Boston  Ave.,  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. _ _ 

Tulsa,  OK  74119. 

ST80-1 10-001 _ _ _ Michigan  Gas  Storage  Co.,  212  West  Michi-  Southeastern  Michigan  Gas  Co _ _ 

gan  Ave.,  Jackson,  Ml  49201. 

1  Notice  of  this  extension  Report  has  been  previously  published. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19407  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am)  — 

BILLING  CODE  6450-86-M 

the  Salt  Lake  City  Area  Office  and  the 
Boulder  City  Area  Office  of  the  Western 
Area  Power  Administration, 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 

Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  17, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary 

[FR  Doc.  81-19428  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8&-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-556-000] 

Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Pacific)  on  June  17, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing,  in  accordance  with 
Section  35.12  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  the  Contract  for  Economy 
Energy  Brokerage  Transaction  and 
Transmission  Service  between  Western 
Area  Power  Administration  (Western) 
and  Pacific  executed  on  April  21, 1981. 
The  Contract  provides  for  Western  and 
Pacific  in  conjunction  with  their 
association  in  the  Western  System  Co¬ 
ordinating  Council  to  implement 
procedures  for  split  savings  energy 
brokering  system. 

Pacific  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
permit  this  rate  schedule  to  become 
effective  April  21, 1981,  which  it  claims 
is  the  effective  date  of  the  Contract. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  supplied  to 
the  Loveland-Fort  Collins  Area  Office, 


to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Date  filed  Pari  284  subpad  Effective  dele 


*  04/09/81  D. _  06/29/81 

•03/17/81  D . .  07/28/81 

05/12/81  D . 08/12/81 

05/11/81  C . . 08/14/81 

05/11/81  C _  08/14/81 

•  02/23/81  C _  07/16/81 

04/22/81  D. _  07/05/81 

04/23/81  C _  07/25/81 

•04/23/81  C _ _ _  07/25/81 

05/13/81  B . .  08/13/81 

•04/06/81  C . .  07/08/81 

04/24/81  C _  07/25/81 

05/26/81  0 _  08/20/81 

'  03/17/81  D _  11/29/81 

05/26/81  D _  08/31/81 

'  04/09/81  D _  11/26/81 

04/17/81  B _  07/17/81 


[Docket  No.  ER81-558-000] 

Pennsylvania  Electric  Co.;  Fifing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1981, 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Company 
(Penelec)  tendered  for  filing  revisions  to 
its  wholesale  electric  tariff  and  its 
contract  for  supplemental  service  to 
Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Ino, 
Penelec  requests  an  effective  date  of 
August  20, 1981,  and  states  that  the  only 
change  effected  by  its  filing  is  a  change 
in  its  fuel  cost  adjustment  clause  to 
replace  its  lagging  fuel  clause  with  one 
that  recovers  for  actual  fuel  costs  on  a 
current  basis. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E-,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
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Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19429  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  ;im| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-187-000] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Mexico; 

Filing 

|une  26. 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Mexico  (PNM)  on  May 
28, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  order 
of  April  29, 1981  a  revise  Statement  M 
for  Period  II  of  PNM’s  filing  in  this 
docket. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  10, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Ooc.  81-19408  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  No.  RA8 1-62-0001 

Road  Oil  Sales  Inc.;  Filing  of  Petition 
for  Review  Under  42  U.S.C.  7194  4 

| une  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Road  Oil  Sales  Inc. 
on  June  22, 1981,  filed  a  Petition  for 
Review  under  42  U.S.C.  7194(b)  (1977) 
Supp.)  from  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 


Any  person  who  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  file  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  July  13, 1981,  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  N.E., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  July  13, 1981,  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  Notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20585 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  flie'with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000,  825  North  Capitol  St„  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19409  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Project  No.  4604-000] 

Stephen  J.  Gaber;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  25. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Stephen  J.  Gaber 
(Applicant)  filed  on  April  29, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)— 825(r)J  for  Project  No.  4604 
to  be  known  as  the  Swamp  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on  Swamp 
Creek  in  Whatcom  County,  Washington. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Stephen  J.  Gaber.  2251  Mt.  Baker  Hiway, 
Bellingham,  Washington  98225. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  three  rock 
and  earth  fill  diversion  dams,  each  10- 
foot  high  and  65-foot  long,  (2)  three  16- 
inch  diameter  collection  headers  feeding 
a  3,700-foot  long,  36-inch  diameter 
penstock:  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  total 


installed  capacity  of  3,200  kW;  and  (4)  a 
7-mile  long  55-kV  transmission  line  to 
connect  with  an  existing  Puget  Sound  & 
Light  Company  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  13 
million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  time  he  would 
conduct  engineering,  hydrological, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  are  required 
for  conducting  the  studies.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
conducting  these  studies  would  be 
$60,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  1980JJ  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  26, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments.  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
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regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19410  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4600-000] 

Stephen  J.  Gaber;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Stephen  J.  Gaber 
(Applicant)  filed  on  April  29, 1981,  and 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  section  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 
No.  4600  known  as  the  Anderson  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on 
Anderson  Creek  in  Whatcom  County, 
Washington.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Stephen  J.  Gaber,  2251  Mt.  Baker 
Hiway,  Bellingham,  Washington  98225. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  two  rock 
and  earth  fill  diversion  dams,  each  10- 
foot  high  and  40-foot  long;  (2)  Two  16- 
inch  diameter  collection  headers  feeding 
a  3,000-foot  long,  24-inch  diameter 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  total  a 
installed  capacity  of  3,000  kW;  and  (4)  a 
6-mile  long  55-kV  transmission  line  to 
connect  with  an  existing  Puget  Sound  & 
L'ght  Company  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  12  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  time  he  would 
conduct  engineering,  hydrological, 
economic,  and  environmental  studies 
and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  are  required 
for  conducting  these  studies.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
conducting  these  studies  would  be 
$60,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 


must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
section  4.33(a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice 
of  intent  [See  18  CFR  section  4.33(b) 
(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  26, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST",  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19411  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4603-000] 

Stephen  J.  Gaber;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  25. 1981. 

Taken  notice  that  Stephen  J.  Gaber 
(Applicant)  filed  on  April  29, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  4603 
to  be  known  as  the  Deerhom  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on 
Deerhom,  Coal  and  Maple  Creeks  in 
Whatcom  County,  Washington.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Stephen  J.  Gaber,  2251  Mt.  Baker  Hiway, 
Bellingham,  Washington  98225. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  ten  rock 
and  earth  fill  diversion  dams,  each  10- 
foot  high  and  35-foot  long;  (2)  ten  8-inch 
diameter  collection  headers  feeding  a 
4,500-foot  long,  14-inch  diameter 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  total 
installed  capacity  of  1,500  kW;  and  (4)  a 
0.25-mile  long  55-kV  transmission  line  to 
connect  with  an  existing  Puget  Sound  & 
Light  Company  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  6  million 
kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  time  he  would 
conduct  engineering,  hydrological, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  are  required 
for  conducting  the  studies.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
conducting  these  studies  would  be 
$60,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  26, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 
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Comments.  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR.  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION", 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION", 
"PROTEST”,  or  "PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
»  copy  of  any  noticed  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Dim:.  81-19412  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  Hm| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Project  No.  4599-000] 

Stephen  J.  Gaber;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

June  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Stephen  J.  Gaber 
(Applicant)  filed  on  April  29, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
| pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)— 825(r))  for  Project  No.  4600 
to  be  known  as  the  Lookout  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on 
Lookout  Creek  in  Whatcom  County, 
Washington.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Stephen  J.  Gaber,  2251  Mt.  Baker 
Hiway,  Bellingham,  Washington  98225. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  four  rock 


and  earth  fill  diversion  dams,  each  10 
feet  high  and  35  feet  long;  (2)  four  10- 
inch  diameter  collection  headers  feeding 
a  3,500-foot  long,  18-inch  diameter 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  1,500  kW;  and  (4)  a 
0.25-mile  long  55-kV  transmission  line  to 
connect  with  an  existing  Puget  Sound  & 
Light  Company  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  6  million 
kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  time  he  would 
conduct  engineering,  hydrological, 
economic,  and  environmental  studies 
and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  are  required 
for  conducting  the  studies.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
conducting  these  studies  would  be 
$60,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  (See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  October  26, 1981. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filing  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 

"competing  Application", 

“PROTEST  ”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 


Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE„  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19449  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  TA81-2-9-001] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.;  Tariff  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12, 1981, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) 
tendered  for  filing  the  following  tariff 
sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  to  become 
effective  on  May  1, 1981  and  June  1, 

1981,  respectively: 

Ninth  Revised  Volume  No.  1 

Thirty-Second  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A 
and  12B 

Original  Volume  No.  1 

Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  20  and  22 
Tennessee  states  that  the  sole  purpose 
of  these  tariff  sheets  is  to  provide  for  the 
elimination  of  the  Current  First  Use  Tax 
Rate  Adjustment,  determined  pursuant 
to  Section  2  of  Article  XXVIII  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Volume  No.  1  of  Tennessee’s  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  contingent  upon  the  Supreme 
Court’s  decision  in  Maryland  v. 
Louisiana,  Original  No.  83,  becoming 
final  and  nonappealable  and  collection 
of  the  First  Use  Tax  permanently 
enjoined. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
customers  and  affected  state  regulatory 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8. 
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1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  13, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19413  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP78-94-013] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.;  Filing 
of  Report 

June  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  10, 1981, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas)  tendered  for  filing  a  report 
in  accordance  with  the  sales  refund 
obligation  contained  in  Section  XIII  of 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  and 
“Order  Approving  Settlement 
Agreement”  issued  on  October  11, 1979 
in  Docket  No.  RP78-94. 

The  report  consists  of  data  showing 
that  Texas  Gas  has  no  refund  obligation 
for  the  partial  period  April  1, 1980 
through  October  31, 1980,  the  end  of  the 
period  during  which  rates  were  in  effect 
in  Docket  No.  RP78-94. 


Texas  Gas  states  that  copies  of  the 
report  were  mailed  to  each  of  its 
jurisdictional  sales  customers  and  to 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  13, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19414  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-563-000] 

Washington  Water  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  26, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1981,  the 
Washington  Water  Power  Company 


(Washington)  tendered  for  filing  copies 
of  a  service  schedule  applicable  to  what 
Washington  refers  to  as  a  “Letter 
Agreement”  between  Washington  and 
San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company, 
which  applies  to  the  sale  of  energy  from 
Washington’s  portion  of  the  Centralia 
coal-fired  steam  generating  plant.  The 
Agreement  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
terminated  by  either  party. 

Washington  requests  that  the 
requirements  of  prior  notice  be  waived 
and  the  effective  date  be  made 
retroactive  to  January  1, 1981,  adding 
that  there  would  be  no  effect  upon 
purchasers  under  other  rate  schedules. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
'  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19430  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Volume  455] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional  Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 


Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  within  fifteen  days  after 
publication  of  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OSC  lease 


Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 

Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19432  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 


objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  within  fifteen  days  after 
publication  of  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA 
sections  are  indicated  by  the  following 
codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OSC  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 
107-RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 


Section  108:  Stripper  well 
108-SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19432  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D" 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may.  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  within  fifteen  days  after 
publication  of  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19433  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-356-000] 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Application 

June  30, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  4, 1981, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1273, 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  25325,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP81-356-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  of  78  interconnecting 
tap  facilities  to  provide  additional  points 
of  delivery  to  existing  wholesale 


customers,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  following  new 
points  of  delivery  for  the  following 
wholesale  customers: 

(1)  Columbia  Gas  of  Kentucky,  Inc.,  11 
taps  for  residential  service,  1  tap  for 
commercial  service — Estimated  annual 
usage  of  2,175  Mcf. 

(2)  Columbia  Gas  of  Ohio,  Inc.,  24  taps 
for  residential  service,  2  taps  for 
commercial  service,  6  taps  for  industrial 
service — Estimated  annual  usage  of 
71,807  Mcf. 

(3)  Columbia  Gas  of  Pennsylvania, 

Inc.,  7  taps  for  residential  service,  1  tap 
for  commercial  service — Estimated 
annual  usage  of  1,450  Mcf. 

(4)  Columbia  Gas  of  West  Virginia, 

Inc.,  21  taps  for  residential  service,  2 
taps  for  commercial  service — Estimated 
annual  usage  of  3,565  Mcf. 

(5)  The  Dayton  Power  and  Light 
Company,  1  tap  for  residential  service,  1 
tap  for  industrial  service — Estimated 
annual  usage  of  1,120  Mcf. 

(6)  The  West  Ohio  Gas  Company,  1 
tap  for  industrial  service — Estimated 
annual  usage  of  1,000  Mcf. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
cost  of  an  interconnecting  tap  facility 
necessary  for  a  point  of  delivery  would 
be  $300.  Applicant  states  that  only 
facilities  at  the  average  cost  would  be 
required  by  76  of  the  points  of  delivery 
requested.  Applicant  explains  that  the 
cost  of  a  tap  to  provide  service  to  the 
Hershey  Equipment  Company  would  be 
$10,400  and  the  cost  of  a  tap  to  provide 
service  to  John  Tonkovich  and  Sons 
Incorporated  would  be  $17,000. 

Applicant  estimates  the  total  cost  of 
the  interconnections  to  be  $50,348  which 
cost  would  be  financed  through 
internally  generated  funds. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 


Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  wifi  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19494  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  A81-44-000] 

Copolymer  Rubber  and  Chemical 
Corp.;  Application  for  Adjustment  and 
for  Interim  Relief 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  29, 1981, 
Copolymer  Rubber  and  Chemical 
Corporation,  5955  Scenic  Highway, 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70821 
(Copolymer)  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  an  adjustment  application 
seeking  interim  and  final  relief  from  the 
provisions  of  18  CFR  282.204(d)(7), 
which  provisions  govern  the  effective 
date  of  an  exemption  by  affidavit  from 
incremental  pricing.  This  proceeding  is 
governed  by  section  502(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA), 
15  U.S.C.  3301-3432  and  by  18  CFR  1.41. 

Section  282.204(d)(7)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  provides  that 
if  the  owner  or  operator  of  an  industrial 
boiler  fuel  facility  files  an  exemption 
affidavit  with  the  Commission,  and 
sends  a  copy  to  the  facility's  natural  gas 
supplier,  the  facility  shall  be  exempt 
from  incremental  pricing  as  of  the  first 
full  month  following  the  date  the 
affidavit  is  filed.  Copolymer  filed  an 
affidavit  on  May  29, 1981  for  a 
cogeneration  exemption  governing  2.17 
percent  of  its  gas  use.  This  portion  of  its 
use  would  thus  be  exempt  from 
incremental  pricing  as  of  June  1, 1981, 
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under  the  above-described  regulation. 
Copolymer  requests  that  an  adjustment 
be  granted  to  permit  the  affidavit  to 
become  effective  as  of  May  1, 1981. 

Copolymer  asserts  that,  for 
administrative  and  other  reasons  set 
forth  in  detail  in  its  application,  the 
affidavit  governing  this  2.17  percent  of 
its  gas  use  was  not  filed  until  May  29, 
1981.  Copolymer  also  asserts  that  denial 
of  the  adjustment  and  of  interim  relief 
would  result  in  a  special  hardship, 
inequity  and  unfair  distribution  of 
burdens. 

The  procedures  applicable  to  the 
conduct  of  this  adjustment  proceeding 
are  found  in  18  CFR  1.41.  Any  person 
desiring  to  participate  in  this  proceeding 
shall  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  section  1.41(e).  All 
petitions  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  17, 1981. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19502  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  EC81-15-000] 

CP  National  Corp.,  Sierra  Pacific  Power 
Co.;  Filing 

June  29. 1981. 

The  filing  companies  submit  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1981,  CP 
National  Corporation  (CPN)  and  Sierra 
Pacific  Power  Company  (Sierra  Pacific) 
filed  a  joint  application  pursuant  to 
Section  203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  for 
authorization  for  CPN  to  sell,  and  Sierra 
Pacific  to  buy,  CPN’s  electric  properties 
in  Elko  County  and  Humboldt  County, 
Nevada. 

CPN  proposes  to  sell  to  Sierra  Pacific 
its  electric  system  and  operating  rights 
in  the  City  of  Winnemucca  and  adjacent 
portions  of  Humboldt  and  Pershing 
Counties,  Nevada,  and  in  the  City  of 
Elko  and  adjacent  portions  of  Elko 
County,  Nevada.  The  purchase  price  is 
designed  to  cause  CPN  neither  an 
appreciable  gain  nor  loss  on  the 
transaction.  Under  the  Agreement  of 
Purchase  and  Sale,  Sierra  Pacific  agrees 
to  assume  and  perform  all  contracts  and 
other  agreements  relating  to  the  electric 
systems  to  which  CPN  is  a  party  as  of 
the  closing  date.  Sierra  Pacific  is  to 
serve  all  of  CPN’s  existing  customers  in 
Elko,  Humboldt,  and  Pershing  Counties 
after  the  closing  date. 

Applicants  request  a  waiver  of  the 
requirement  of  Section  33.3,  Exhibit  D, 
that  the  application  include  copies  of 
“all  mortgages,  trusts,  deeds,  or 
indentures.”  Both  applicants  state  that 
filing  copies  of  their  indentures  as 


Exhibits  would  be  highly  impractical  ’ 
because  the  indentures,  as 
supplemented,  total  several  thousand 
pages. 

Applicants  also  request  a  partial 
waiver  of  the  requirements  of  Section 
33.3,  Exhibit  K,  for  filing  copies  of  their 
joint  application  to  the  Nevada  Public 
Service  Commission,  which  totals  more 
than  300  pages.  Three  copies  of  the 
application  were  filed  by  letter  with  the 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Section 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  18. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Dot.  81-19501  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-BS-M 


[Docket  No.  TA81 -2-33-002] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Revised 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Filing 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  15, 1981,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (“El  Paso”) 
tendered  for  filing,  pursuant  to  Part  154 
of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (“Commission”) 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  in  compliance  with  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  of  the  Commission’s 
“Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and 
Suspending  Proposed  Tariff  Sheets 
Subject  to  Refund  and  Conditions” 
issued  March  31, 1981,  as  clarified  by 
order  issued  June  1, 1981,  at  Docket  No. 
TA81-2-33-000,  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  become  effective  April  1, 
1981: 

Original  Volume  No.  1 

Fourth  Substitute  Twenty-seventh 
Revised  Sheet  No.  3-B. 

Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2 

Fourth  Substitute  Eighteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  1-D. 


Original  Volume  No.  2A 

Fourth  Substitute  Nineteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  1-C. 

These  tariff  sheets  reflect  a  net 
decrease  of  4.13$  per  Mcf  in  the  rates  for 
jurisdictional  gas  service  1  which  El 
Paso  proposed  in  its  revised  PGAC  filing 
of  May  1,1981. 2 

El  Paso  states  that  the  Commission's 
order  issued  March  31. 1981 
conditionally  accepted,  effective  April  1. 
1981,  subject  to  refund,  certain  tariff 
sheets  to  El  Paso’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff 
which  were  tendered  as  a  part  of  El 
Paso’s  February  27, 1981  PGAC  filing.  El 
Paso  states  that  this  rate  reduction  has 
been  made  pursuant  to  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  of  the  Commission's  order 
issued  March  31, 1981,  as  clarified  by 
order  issued  June  1. 1981,  in  which  El 
Paso  was  ordered  to  file  revised  tariff 
sheets  to  be  effective  April  1, 1981, 
reflecting  the  removal  of  all  unpaid 
accruals — other  than  those  attributable 
to  the  normal  billings-and-payment 
lag — from  Account  191,  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Cost.  Accordingly,  El 
Paso  states  that  the  tendered  revised 
tariff  sheets  serve  to  eliminate 
jurisdictional  unpaid  accruals  from 
Account  191  resulting  in  an  overall 
revised  net  adjustment  of  11.46$  per  Mcf 
above  El  Paso’s  currently  effective  rates, 
as  compared  with  an  increase  of  15.59c 
per  Mcf  as  proposed  in  El  Paso’s  revised 
PGAC  filing  of  May  1. 1981. 

Inasmuch  as  El  Paso  has  billed  its 
customers  for  the  months  of  April  and 
May,  1981,  at  the  higher  rates  set  forth  in 
El  Paso's  revised  PGAC  filing  of  May  1, 
1981  El  Paso  and  the  Commission's  Staff 
have  agreed  that  El  Paso  will  adjust  for 
April  and  May,  1981.  its  customers 
billings  for  the  net  decrease  of  4.13$  per 
Mcf  in  the  invoices  for  June,  1981 
business,  given  timely  approval  of  El 
Paso’s  filing.  • 

El  Paso  requests  that  the  revised  tariff 
sheets  reflecting  the  adjusted  rates  in 
compliance  with  said  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  be  substituted  for  their 
respective  counterparts  tendered  on 
May  1, 1981  at  Docket  No.  TA81-2-33- 
000.  El  Paso  further  requests  that  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  of  April  1, 1981 


1  Such  service  is  rendered  under  rate  schedules 
affected  by  and  subject  to  Section  19.  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Provision  ("PGAC").  and 
Section  22.  Louisiana  First-Use  Tax  Tracking 
Provision,  contained  in  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  applicable  to  El  Paso's  FERC  Gas  Tariff. 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2 
and  Original  Volume  No.  2A. 

2  On  May  1, 1981.  El  Paso  filed  a  revised  PGAC 
filing  pursuant  to  ordering  paragraph  (B)  of  the 
Commission's  order  issued  March  31. 1981  at  Docket 
No.  TA81-2-33-000  to  remove  the  cost  and  volumes 
related  to  current  exchange  transactions. 
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which  is  the  effective  date  provided  by 
the  Commission  in  ordering  paragraph 
(C)  of  said  order  issued  March  31, 1981. 

El  Paso  states  that  copies  of  the 
instant  tender  have  been  served  upon  all 
parties  of  record  in  Docket  No.  TA81-2- 
33-000,  and,  otherwise,  upon  all 
interstate  pipeline  system  customers  of 
El  Paso  and  interested  state  regulatory 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
tariff  filing  should,  on  or  before  July  15. 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426.  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 

1.10)  and  the  Regulations  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10). 

Protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  any  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-18485  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER81-552-000] 

Empire  District  Electric  Co;  Filing 

June  29.1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  15, 1981.  The 
Empire  District  Electric  Company 
(Empire)  tendered  for  filing  FERC 
Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  1, 
Section  6,  4th  Revised  Sheet  No.  22, 
Index  of  Purchasers,  replacing  Section  6, 
3rd  Revised  Sheet  No.  22  and  an 
executed  service  agreement  with  the 
City  of  Chetopa,  Kansas.  Empire  states 
that  this  filing  is  being  made  to  update 
the  Index  of  Purchasers  and  forward  the 
executed  service  agreement. 

Empire  states  that  this  filing  does  not 
involve  a  rate  change  and  merely 
updates  the  tariff,  and  thus  Empire 
requests  waiver  of  the  Commission's 
notice  and  publication  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 


of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19503  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am( 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RA-81-48-000) 

Henry  Petrolem  Corp.;  Filing  of 
Petition  for  Review 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Henry  Petroleum 
Corporation  on  April  29, 1981,  filed  a 
Petition  for  Review  under  42  U.S.C. 
7194(b)  (1977)  Supp.)  from  an  order  of 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 

Any  person  who  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  file  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  July  14, 1981,  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  N.E., 
Washington  D.C.  20426.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  July  14, 1981,  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Energy  ,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 


1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street  N.E., 
Washington  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19504  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

(Docket  No.  ER76-716J 

Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric  Co.; 
Refund  Report 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Indiana  and 
Michigan  Electric  Company  filed  a 
refund  report  on  June  11, 1981,  in  the 
above-captioned  docket.  Such  rfund 
report  resulted  from  the  Commission’s 
acceptance  for  filing  of  the  Company’s 
compliance  filing  which  was  submitted 
pursuant  to  Opinion  Nos.  79  and  79-A, 
issued  March  18, 1980,  and  May  16, 1980 
respectively. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Section 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8. 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceedings.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  paarty  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19505  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-562-000] 

Iowa  Power  and  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  29, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company  (Iowa)  on  June  19, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  Participation  Power 
Agreement  with  Associated  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  (Associated  Electric). 

Relating  to  Associated  Electric’s 
purchase  of  50  MW  from  January  1, 1981 
through  May  31,  of  participation  power 
according  to  Schedule  VI  Participation 
Power  Transaction  No.  3  dated 
December  29, 1980  Agreement 
establishes  demand,  energy,  and 
transmission  charges  for  such  service. 
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Iowa  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  and 
proposes  a  retroactive  effective  date  of 
January  1, 1981. 

Iowa  states  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  rates  is  to  recover  reflected 
costs  of  the  facilities  to  be  provided  as 
the  scheduling  path  and  for  demand  and 
energy  power  provided. 

Iowa  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  Associated  Electric 
and  to  the  Iowa  State  Commerce 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  Hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19506  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-561-000] 

Iowa  Power  and  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  29, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company  (Iowa  Power)  on  June  19, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  Transmission 
Service  Agreement  between  Iowa  Power 
and  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  (Iowa  Electric)  dated  May  29, 
1981. 

The  Agreement  relates  to 
transmission  charges,  utilization  of 
transmission  capacity  in  the  Montezuma 
to  Hills  line,  facilitates  transmission  of 
Iowa  Electric’s  share  of  Ottumwa 
Generating  Station  Unit  (OGS)  #1 
participation  power  purchased  from 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  to  be  generated 
at  OGS  unit  #1. 

Iowa  Power  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  its  notice 
requirements  and  accept  this  Agreement 
for  filing  with  an  effective  date  of  April 
1, 1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
each  affected  party  and  the  Iowa  State 
Commerce  Commission. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19507  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER78-417) 

Kentucky  Utilities  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  29. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16, 1981,  the 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company  submitted 
for  filing  a  revised  cost  of  service  study 
and  an  amended  rate  schedule  pursuant 
to  Commission  Opinion  No.  116  and 
116A,  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  the  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  filing  should  file  comments 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  July  17, 1981.  Comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19508  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER77-533] 

Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  29, 1981. 

Please  take  notice  that  on  February 
26, 1981,  the  Louisiana  Power  &  Light 


Company  (LP&L)  notified  the 
Commission  that  it  wished  to  pursue 
recovery  of  the  normalized  portion  of 
taxes  contained  in  the  rates  proposed  in 
this  proceeding.  The  Commission's 
Opinion  No.  110  required  the  Company 
to  within  30  days  indicate  whether  it 
wished  to  pursue  recovery  of  the 
normalized  portion  of  taxes  contained  in 
the  proposed  rates. 

In  addition,  please  take  notice  that  on 
April  13, 1981,  LP&L  submitted  for  filing 
a  revised  cost  of  service  study  and  an 
amended  rate  schedule  pursuant  to 
Commission  Opinion  No.  110,  issued 
January  28, 1981,  in  the  above- 
referenced  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  filing  should  file  comments 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  July  17, 1981.  Comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19509  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP80-23-009,  et  aL] 

Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company,  et  al.;  Filing  of  Pipeline 
Refund  Reports  and  Refund  Plans 

June  29, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  pipelines  listed  in 
the  Appendix  hereto  have  submitted  to 
the  Commission  for  filing  proposed 
refund  reports  or  refund  plans.  The  date 
of  filing,  docket  number,  and  type  of 
filing  are  also  shown  on  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may 
submit  comments  in  writing  concerning 
the  subject  refund  reports  and  plans.  All 
such  comments  should  be  filed  with  or 
mailed  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  July  13, 1981.  Copies  of  the 
respective  filings  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Appendix 

Filing  date  Company  Docket  No.  •  Type  Mmg 

June  5.  1981 ...» _ _....  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission  Co .  RP80-23-009 _ _ _ Report. 

June  10. 1981 . . .  Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co. . . BPan-rta-nna  Report. 

June  11, 1981 . . .  Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co . . RP77-108 _ Report 

June  12, 1981 _ East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co _ RP78-12-012 . Report 
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Filing  date 

Company 

Docket  No. 

Type  filing 

.  RP77-62-014 . 

.  CP77-337-01 1 . 

.  RP72-1 57-044 . 

[FR  Doc.  81-19510  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-373-000] 

MIGC,  Inc.;  Application 

)une  30, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  11, 1981, 
MIGC,  Inc.  (Applicant),  10880  Wilshire 
Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90024,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-373-000 
an  application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  compression  facilities,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  compression  facilities  for  the 
purchase  of  natural  gas  from  Montana- 
Dakota  Utilities  Co.  (MDU).  Applicant 
states  that  MDU  is  seeking  authority  to 
make  sales  of  excess  gas  to  MIGC 
pursuant  to  a  gas  sales  and 
transportation  contract  dated  April  20, 
1981,  and  that  MDU  would  deliver  the 
gas  to  MIGC  at  the  Recluse  delivery 
point  located  in  Campbell  County, 
Wyoming.  Applicant  asserts  that  in 
order  for  MIGC  to  take  delivery  from 
MDU  of  the  subject  gas  at  the  Recluse 
delivery  point  it  would  be  necessary  for 
MIGC  to  construct  and  operate  gas 
purchase  facilities  consisting  of  one 
1,000  BHP  compression  unit. 

Applicant  indicates  that  the  total 
volumes  involved  are  expected  to 
average  10,000  Mcf  per  day.  It  is  stated 
that  from  the  Recluse  delivery  point  the 
gas  would  be  taken  directly  into  MIGC’s 
existing  pipeline  system. 

Applicant  submits  that  the 
compression  unit  proposed  would  cost 
$800,000  which  would  be  financed  from 
funds  on  hand  and/or  borrowings  from 
its  parent  company,  MCO  Holdings,  Inc. 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to  the 
sales  and  transportation  contract  MIGC 
would  pay  MDU  the  weighted  average 
price  that  MDU  pays  for  the  gas  at  the 
sources  of  supply.  Applicant  further 
states  that  it  would  pay  a  transportation 
charge  for  volumes  redelivered  to  it  at 
the  Recluse  delivery  point  at  the 
proposed  rate  of  22.083  cents  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  21, 


1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19496  Filed  7-1-81;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-565-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.; 
Proposed  Tariff  Change 

June  29, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara),  on  June 
19, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  as  a  rate 


schedule,  an  agreement  between 
Niagara  and  Consolidated  Edison 
Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 
(Consolidated)  dated  April  1, 1980. 

Concurrently  with  this  submittal, 
Niagara  is  submitting  for  filing  an 
original  agreement  with  Consolidated 
dated  April  1, 1979.  The  original 
agreement  is  to  provide  transmission 
service  for  the  delivery  of  diversity 
power  and  energy  from  the  Power 
Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York 
(PASNY)  and  Consolidated.  The 
diversity  power  and  energy  is  in  turn 
exchanged  by  PASNY  with  Hydro 
Quebec. 

The  April  1, 1980  agreement,  which  is 
a  supplement  to  the  original  agreement, 
revises  the  transmission  rates.  Niagara 
requests  a  waiver  of  the  Commission's 
prior  notice  requirements  in  order  to 
allow  the  April  1, 1980  agreement  to 
become  effective  April  1, 1980. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New^ 
York,  Inc.  and  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19511  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-363-000] 

South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Application 

June  30, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  9, 1981,  South 
Georgia  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1279,  Thomasville, 
Georgia  31792,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81- 
363-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  compression 
and  other  appurtenant  facilities  at  its 
Albany  Compressor  Station  in  Albany, 
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Georgia,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  a  1,100  horsepower 
reciprocating  compressor  at  its  Albany 
Compressor  Station. 

Applicant  states  that  the  compression 
facilities  would  be  installed  in  order  to 
replace  existing  facilities  which  have 
been  in  operation  since  1962  and 
currently  operate  at  approximately  95 
percent  load  factor.  Applicant  states 
that  the  existing  1,100  horsepower 
centrifugal  compressor  would  be 
replaced  with  an  1,100  horsepower 
reciprocating  compressor  which  in 
addition  to  increasing  the  reliability  of 
the  station  would  result  in  a  savings  in 
fuel  gas  of  approximately  46,000  Mcf  per 
year.  Applicant  proposes  to  retain  the 
present  turbine  generator  on  a  stand-by 
basis  to  increase  further  its  system 
reliability. 

Applicant  estimates  the  cost  to 
acquire  and  install  the  new  compressor 
to  be  $962,273.  Applicant  states  that 
such  cost  would  be  paid  out  of  internally 
generated  funds. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 


filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19497  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1965-000] 

Richard  W.  Mallary;  Application 

June  29, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  22, 1981, 
Richard  W.  Mallary  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Executive  Vice  President,  Central 
Vermont  Public  Service  Corporation 
Executive  Vice  President,  Connecticut 
Valley  Electric  Company 
Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  27, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19512  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-559-000] 

Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  29, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16, 1981,  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Company 
(TNM)  tendered  for  filing  a  Notice  of 
Succession  in  Ownership  or  Operation 
whereby  TNM  adopts  as  its  own,  all 
applicable  rate  schedules  and 
supplements  filed  with  FERC  by 
Community  Public  Service  Company. 
TNM  proposes  an  effective  date  of  May 
14, 1981. 

TNM  states  that  this  notice  is  being 
hied  because  the  corporation  has 
changed  its  name  by  amendment  to  the 
Company’s  Articles  of  Incorporation. 
TNM  further  states  that  it  is  not  the 
result  of  a  merger,  consolidation  or 
change  in  control  of  the  corporation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  17, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  19513  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 


extent  such  material  is  confidental 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  17, 1981. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  Lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 


102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19498  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “DM 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 


extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission's  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washngton,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  v  ith  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  17, 1981. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1,000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 


102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

106-SA:  Seasonally  affected 

108- ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19499  Fifed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BtUJNQ  CODE  6450-85-41 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  2, 1981. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108 :  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-Pb:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19600  Filed  7-1-81, 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPTS- 5905 5;  TSH-FRL-1874-S] 

Heterocyclic  Quaternary  Salt; 
Premanufacture  Exemption 
Application 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  intending  to  manufacture  or 
import  a  new  chemical  substance  for  a 
commercial  purpose  in  the  United  States 
to  submit  a  premanufacture  notice 
(PMN)  to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before  he 
commences  such  manufacture  or  import. 
Under  section  5(h)  the  Agency  may, 


upon  application,  exempt  any  person 
from  any  requirement  of  section  5  to 
permit  such  person  to  manufacture  or 
process  a  chemical  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  Section  5(h)(6)  requires  EPA 
to  issue  a  notice  of  receipt  of  any  such 
application  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  This  notice  announces 
receipt  of  an  application  for  an 
exemption  from  the  premanufacture 
reporting  requirements  for  test 
marketing  purposes  and  requests 
comments  on  the  appropriateness  of 
granting  the  exemption. 
date:  The  Agency  must  either  approve 
or  deny  this  application  by  August  1, 
1981.  Persons  should  submit  written 
comments  on  the  application  no  later 
than  July  17, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Management  Support  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
El-401.  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  (202-426-2610). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Robert  Jones,  Chemical  Control  Division 
(TS-794),  Office  of  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
E-208,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  (202-426-2601). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5  of  TSCA  (90  Stat.  2012  (15 
U.S.C.  2604)),  any  person  who  intends  to 
manufacture  or  import  a  new  chemical 
substance  for  commercial  purposes  in 
the  United  States  must  submit  a  notice 
to  EPA  before  the  manufacture  or  import 
begins.  A  “new”  chemical  substance  is 
any  chemical  substance  that  is  not  on 
the  Inventory  of  existing  chemical 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA  fif-st 
published  the  Initial  Inventory  on  June  1, 
1979.  Notices  of  availability  of  the 
Inventory  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558- 
Initial)  and  July  29, 1980  (45  FR  50544- 
Revised).  The  requirement  to  submit  a 
PMN  for  new  chemical  substances 
manufactured  or  imported  for 
commercial  purposes  became  effective 
on  July  1, 1979. 

Section  5(a)(1)  requires  each  PMN  to 
be  submitted  in  accordance  with  section 
5(d)  and  any  applicable  requirement  of 
chemical  substances  that  are  subject  to 
testing  rules  under  section  4.  Section 
5(b)(2)  requires  additional  information 
in  PMN’s  for  substances  which  EPA,  by 
rules  under  section  5(b)(4),  has 
determined  may  present  unreasonable 
risks  of  injury  to  health  or  the 
environment. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions,”  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  from 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 


section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorized  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  from  any  requirement  of 
section  5(a)  or  section  5(b)  to  permit  the 
persons  to  manufacture  or  process  a 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  such  an  exemption, 
the  Agency  must  find  that  the  test 
marketing  activities  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  the  Agency 
must  publish  a  notice  of  its  disposition 
in  the  Federal  Register.  If  EPA  grants  a 
test  marketing  exemption,  it  may  impose 
restrictions  on  the  test  marketing 
activities. 

Under  section  5(h)(6),  EPA  must 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  notice 
of  receipt  of  an  application  under 
section  5(h)(1)  immediately  after  the 
Agency  receives  the  application.  The 
notice  identifies  and  briefly  describes 
the  application  (subject  to  section  14 
confidentiality  restrictions)  and  gives 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  it  and  whether  EPA  should 
grant  the  exemption.  Because  the 
Agency  must  act  on  the  application 
within  45  days,  interested  persons 
should  provide  comments  within  15  days 
after  the  notice  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

EPA  has  proposed  Premanufacture 
Notification  Requirements  and  Review 
Procedures  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  10, 1979  (44  FR  2242) 
and  October  16, 1979  (44  FR  59764) 
containing  proposed  premanufacture 
rules  and  notice  forms.  Proposed  40  CFR 
720.15  (44  FR  2268)  would  implement 
section  5(h)(1)  concerning  exemptions 
for  test  marketing  and  includes 
proposed  40  CFR  720.15(c)  concerning 
the  section  5(h)(6)  Federal  Register 
notice.  However,  these  requirements  are 
not  yet  in  effect.  In  the  meantime,  EPA 
has  published  a  statement  of  Interim 
Policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28564)  which 
applies  to  PMN's  submitted  prior  to  the 
promulgation  of  the  rules  and  notice 
forms. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
July  17, 1981,  submit  to  the  Document 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Management 
Support  Division,  Office  of  Pesticides 
and  Toxic  Substances,  Rm.  E-401,  401  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460,  written 
comments  regarding  this  notice.  Three 
copies  of  all  comments  shall  be 
submitted,  except  that  individuals  may 
submit  single  copies  of  comments.  The 
comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
document  control  number  "(OPTS- 
59055)”.  Comments  received  may  be 
seen  in  Rm.  E-401  at  the  above  office 
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between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  excluding  legal  holidays. 
(Sec.  5. 90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Edward  A.  Klein, 

Director,  Chemical  Control  Division. 

TM-81-20 

The  following  summary  is  taken  from 
data  submitted  by  the  manufacturer  in 
the  test  marketing  exemption 
application. 

Close  of  review  period.  August  1, 1981. 
Manufacturer's  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  heterocyclic 
quaternary  salt. 

Use.  Claimed  confidential  business 
information.  Generic  use  information 
provided:  site-limited  chemical 
intermediate. 

Production  Estimates.  The  submitter 
states  that  less  than  30  kg  of  the  new 
substance  will  be  manufactured  for  test 
marketing  purposes. 
v  Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Claimed  confidential  business 
information. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  no  more  than  four  workers  will  be 
exposed  for  a  period  not  exceeding  eight 
hours  during  the  test  period. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  there  will  be  no 
environmental  release  of  the  new 
substance  and  that  disposal,  if 
necessary,  will  be  by  incineration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19459  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-31-M 


[OPP-C31051;  PH-FRL-1874-4] 

Sandoz,  Inc.;  Receipt  of  Application  to 
Conditionally  Register  a  Pesticide 
Product  Entailing  a  Changed  Use 
Pattern 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  This  notice  announces  receipt 
of  an  application  to  conditionally 
register  the  pesticide  product  Safrotin — 
4  Emulsifiable  Concentrate  Insecticide 
containing  the  active  ingredient, 
propetamphos  [(£)-l-methylethyl  3- 
[[(ethylamino) 

methoxyphosphinothioyl]oxy]-2- 
butenoate]  entailing  a  changed  use 
pattern. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  H.  Miller,  Product  Manager 
(PM)  16,  Registration  Division  (TS- 


767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  Rm. 
403,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7040). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  announces  that  Sandoz,  Inc.,  Crop 
Protection,  480  Camino  Del  Rio  South, 
San  Diego,  CA  92108,  has  submitted  an 
application  to  conditionally  register  a 
pesticide  product  entailing  a  changed 
use  pattern.  The  application  proposes 
that  Safrotin— 4  Emulsifiable 
Concentrate  Insecticide  containing  50 
percent  of  the  active  ingredient, 
propetamphos  [(isj-l-methylethyl  3- 
[[(ethylamino) 

methoxyphosphinothioyl]oxy]-2- 
butenoate]  be  registered  for  restricted 
use  for  control  of  cockroaches  and  other 
listed  insects  in  and  on  buildings.  The 
product  has  been  assigned  EPA 
Registration  Number  11273-22. 

This  application  is  made  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) 
amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C.  136),  and 
the  regulations  thereunder  (40  CFR 
162.6).  Notice  of  receipt  of  an 
application  does  not  indicate  a  decision 
by  the  agency  on  the  application. 

Notice  of  approval  or  denial  of  this 
application  to  conditionally  register  the 
pesticide  product  will  be  announced  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Except  for  such 
material  protected  by  section  10  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  the  test  data 
and  other  scientific  information  deemed 
relevant  to  the  registration  decision  may 
be  made  available  after  approval,  under 
provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  The  procedure  for 
requesting  such  data  will  be  given  in  the 
Federal  Register  if  an  application  is 
approved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  this 
application.  Comments  may  be 
submitted  and  inquiries  directed  to  the 
product  manager.  The  comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  August  3, 1981 
and  should  bear  a  notation  indicating 
the  document  control  number  “(OPP- 
C31051]"  and  the  registration  number. 
Comments  received  within  the  specified 
time  period  will  be  considered  before  a 
final  decision  is  made;  comments 
received  after  the  specified  time  period 
will  be  considered  only  to  the  extent 
possible  without  delaying  processing  of 
the  application.  The  label  furnished  by 
the  applicant,  as  well  as  all  written 
comments  filed  pursuant  to  this  notice, 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  product  manager’s  office  from  8:00 
a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  legal  holidays. 


Dated:  June  24. 1961. 

Robert  V.  Brown, 

Acting  Director,  Registration  Division,  Office 
of  Pesticide  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19458  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-32-44 


IER-FRL-1875-1J 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A- 
104),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

PURPOSE:  This  notice  lists  the 
environmental  impact  statements  (EISS) 
which  have  been  officially  filed  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal  agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality's 
regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9)  during 
the  week  of  June  22, 1981  to  June  26. 

1981. 

REVIEW  PERIODS:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EISS’  listed  in  this  notice 
is  calculated  from  July  3, 1981  and  will 
end  on  August  17, 1981.  The  30-day 
review  period  for  final  EISS’  as 
calculated  from  July  3, 1981  will  end  on 
August  3, 1981. 

Eis  availability:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  notice  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  If  a  Federal  agency 
does  not  have  the  EIS  available  upon 
request  you  may  contact  the  Office  of 
Federal  Activities,  EPA,  for  further 
information.  Copies  of  EIS’s  previously 
filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which  are  no 
longer  available  from  the  originating 
agency  are  available  with  charge  from 
the  following  source:  Information 
Resources  Press,  1700  North  Moore 
Street,  Arlington.  Virginia  22209.  (703) 
558-8270. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kathi  L.  Wilson,  Office  of  Federal 
Activities,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW..  Washington. 
DC  20460  (202)  245-3006. 

Dated:  June  29. 1981. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director.  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104/. 
Department  of  Agriculture 
FS:  Draft — Intermoutain  Region  Plan.  Idaho. 
Utah,  Nevada,  Wyoming.  California  and 
Colorado;  the  review  period  for  this  EIS 
has  been  extended  until  September  24. 1961 
(EIS  Order  No  810502) 

FS:  Draft — Southern-Southeastern  Region 
Land  and  Resource  Management  Plan. 
Alabama,  Florida.  Georgia,  Kentucky. 
Louisiana.  Mississippi,  North  Carolina. 
Oklahoma.  South  Carolina.  Tennessee. 
Texas.  Virginia.  W'est  Virginia.  Puerto  Rico 


34698 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Notices 


and  the  Virgin  Islands;  the  review  period 
for  this  EIS  has  been  extended  until 
October  13, 1981  (EIS  Order  No.  810504) 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
Draft — Kaulana  Bay  Navigation 
Improvements,  South  Point,  Hawaii 
County,  Hawaii  (EIS  Order  No.  810501) 
Report — Manitowoc  Harbor  Small  Boat 
Improvement,  Manitowoc  County, 
Wisconsin  (EIS  Order  No.  810503) 
Retraction:  Final — Cabin  Creek 
Demonstration  Reclamation  Project, 

Kanawha  County,  West  Virginia,  published 
FR  June  19, 1981;  has  been  officially  retracted 
due  to  noncompletion  of  distribution  (EIS 
Order  No.  810454). 

Department  of  Commerce 
Extension:  NOAA:  Draft — St.  Thomas 
National  Marine  Sanctuary,  Designation,  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands — published  FR  May  1, 1981 — 
the  review  period  for  this  EIS  has  been 
extended  until  August  30, 1981  (EIS  Order  No. 
810306). 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Draft — Columbia  Farms  PUD,  Mortgage 
Insurance,  Monroe  County,  Illinois  (EIS 
Order  No.  810493) 

Draft — Solano  County  Residential 
Development  1980-1985,  Mortgage 
Insurance,  Solano  County,  California;  the 
review  period  for  this  EIS  has  been 
extended  until  August  24, 1981  (EIS  Order 
No.  810513) 

Draft — Austin  Sector  Growth  Area,  Mortgage 
Insurance.  Travis  and  Williamson 
Counties,  Texas  (EIS  Order  No.  810514) 
104H:  Final — New  York  City  Unsafe  Building 
Program,  CDBG,  New  York  (EIS  Order  No. 
810499) 

Department  of  the  Interior 

BLM:  Final — Camp  Swift  Lignite  Leasing, 
Bastrop  County,  Texas  (EIS  Order  No. 
810498) 

BLM:  Final — Sun  Valley  Grazing 
Management  Plan,  Blaire,  Butte,  Camas 
and  Elmore  Counties,  Idaho;  the  review 
period  for  this  EIS  has  been  extended  until 
August  31, 1981  (EIS  Order  No.  810509) 

Extension:  BLM:  Draft — 1982  OCS  Oil  and 
Gas  Lease  Sale,  Pacific  Ocean,  California — 
published  FR  June  12, 1981 — the  review 
period  for  this  EIS  has  been  extended  until 
ugust  14, 1981  (EIS  Order  No.  810433). 

Department  of  Transportation 

FAA:  Draft — Brainard  Airport  Directional 
Aid  approach  Facility,  Hartford  County, 
Connecticut  (EIS  Order  No.  810494) 

FHWA:  Draft — U.S.  281  Bypass  Construction, 
City  of  Alice,  Jim  Wells  County,  Texas  (EIS 
Order  No.  810492) 

FHWA:  Draft — Cohoes- Waterford  Arterial 
Construction,  Albany  County,  New  York 
(EIS  Order  No.  810512) 

FHWA:  Final — 1-95  Construction,  Petersburg 
to  1-64,  Henrico,  Prince  George  and 
Chesterfield  Counties,  Virginia  (EIS  Order 
No.  810496) 

FHWA:  Final— Corridor  C  Rail-Highway 
Crossings  Demonstration  Project,  Lincoln, 
Lancaster  County,  Nebraska  (EIS  Order 
No.  810497) 


FHWA:  Final — 1-291,  Windsor  to 
Manchester,  Hartford  County,  Connecticut 
(EIS  Order  No.  810500) 

FHWA:  Final — Richardson  Highway/AK-4 
Construction,  Copper  Center  Village, 
Alaska;  the  review  period  for  this  EIS  has 
been  extended  until  October  13, 1981  (EIS 
Order  No.  810505) 

FHWA:  Final — Torras  Causeway 
Improvement,  St.  Simons  Island,  Glynn 
County,  Georgia  (EIS  Order  No.  810506) 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
EPA2:  Draft  Supplement — Manasquan  River 
WWT  Facilities  Plan,  Monmouth  County, 
New  Jersey;  the  review  period  for  this  EIS 
has  been  extended  until  September  9, 1981 
(EIS  Order  No.  810507) 

EPA2:  Final — Atlantic  Highlands — Highlands 
Wastewater  Facilities  Plan,  Monmouth 
County,  New  Jersey  (EIS  Order  No.  810510) 
EPA10:  Final  Supplement — Chambers  Creek 
Interceptor,  Grant,  Pierce  County, 
Washington  (EIS  Order  No.  810495) 

Department  of  the  Navy 
Final  Supplement — Navy  Coso  Geothermal 
Development  Program,  Inyo  County, 
California  (EIS  Order  No.  810508) 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Final — Susquehanna  Steam  Electric  Station 
Units  1  and  2,  Luzerne  County, 
Pennsylvania  (EIS  Order  No.  810511) 

(FR  Doc.  81-19583  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-37-M 


[OPP— 00142:  PH-FRL-1848.7] 

Information-Gathering  Hearings  on 
Predator  Control  Toxicants 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice  of  Public  Hearings. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Woolgrowers 
Association  and  the  National 
Cattlemen’s  Association  have  requested 
EPA  to  concur  in  a  predator  loss 
emergency  and  to  permit  the  emergency 
use  of  cancelled  pesticide  products 
containing  compound  1080.  To  collect 
new  information  which  might  assist  me 
in  ruling  on  this  request,  EPA  will  hold 
three  days  of  public  hearings  pursuant 
to  Section  21(b)  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA). 

DATES:  The  hearings  are  scheduled  as 
follows: 

1.  July  28  and  29, 1981,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.,  Denver,  Colorado 

2.  July  31, 1981,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  testimony 
should  register  with  the  EPA  Region  III 
office  in  Denver  by  July  21, 1981.  Written 
comments  must  be  received  by  the 
Agency  on  or  before  July  31, 1981. 
ADDRESSES:  The  hearings  will  be  held  at 
the  following  locations: 


1.  July  28  and  29, 1981 — Main  Post 
Office  Bldg.  (2nd  Floor  Auditorium, 

Room  269),  1823  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202. 

2.  July  31, 1981 — Marriott  Motor  Hotel, 
Crystal  City,  Arlington,  Virginia  22202 

Persons  desiring  to  testify  should 
contact  by  either  mail  or  telephone  the 
Hearing  Officer,  Mr.  James  Thompson, 
Regional  Counsel,  EPA  Region  VIII,  1860 
Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80295 
(303-837-3826). 

Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  Mr.  Louis  Johnson, 

Pesticide  Branch  Chief,  EPA  Region  VIII 
office,  within  the  specified  time  frame. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  Thompson  (Regional  Counsel, 

EPA  Region  VIII)  303-837-3826. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Regulatory  Framework  and  Background 
for  Hearing  / 

Under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA), 
EPA  has  the  responsibility  for  ensuring 
that  pesticides  marketed  in  the  United 
States  do  not  cause  unreasonable 
adverse  effects  to  man  or  the 
environment.  This  responsibility  is 
carried  out  by  decisions  on  whether  to 
register  (license)  pesticide  products.  The 
“reasonableness”  of  the  risk  is 
determined  by  weighing  the  potential 
risks  a  pesticide  may  pose  to  humans, 
other  non-target  life,  and  the 
environment  against  its  economic  and 
social  benefits.  Toxicants  intended  to 
control  predators  are  pesticides  under 
FIFRA,  and  therefore  are  subject  to  EPA 
registration. 

In  1972,  EPA  cancelled  the 
registrations  of  all  pesticides  registered 
for  predator  control,  including  all 
products  containing  sodium 
monofluoroacetate  (compound  1080), 
sodium  cyanide,  and  strychnine.  In 
addition,  EPA  cancelled  the 
registrations  of  products  containing 
thallium  sulfate,  a  rodenticide  widely 
misused  as  a  predator  control  agent. 
These  actions  were  based  on  a  finding 
that  the  products  as  then  used  posed 
unreasonable  risks  to  humans  and 
nontarget  wildlife.  The  cancellations 
were  uncontested,  and  therefore  no 
administrative  hearings  were  held  to 
review  the  decisions. 

Since  the  cancellation  order  was 
implemented,  sheep  and  cattle  ranchers 
have  contended  that  they  are  suffering 
undue  losses  from  predation.  The 
Agency  took  action  in  1975  to  reconsider 
the  cancellation  of  sodium  cyanide,  and 
after  adjudicatory  hearings,  found  that 
the  risks  of  sodium  cyanide  could  be  . 
reduced  to  a  reasonable  level  through  a 
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new  delivery  mechanism.  Since  1975, 
research  programs  on  new  delivery 
methods  for  1080  (in  a  toxic  collar  worn 
by  sheep)  have  also  been  conducted 
under  EPA-approved  experimental  use 
permits.  These  programs  are  designed  to 
assess  the  safety,  selectivity,  and 
effectiveness  of  the  1080  toxic  collar. 

Livestock  producers  claim,  however, 
that  despite  the  recent  efforts  there  have 
been  increasing  losses  to  predation  due 
to  the  unavailability  of  certain  predator 
control  tools.  Accordingly,  livestock 
producers  are  now  urging  the  Agency  to 
reconsider  its  position  on  predator 
toxicants,  specifically  compound  1080. 

In  particular,  the  National  Woolgrowers 
Association  and  the  National 
Cattlemen's  Association  have  recently 
requested  that  EPA  concur  in  a  finding 
of  predator  control  emergency  and  allow 
emergency  use  of  pesticide  products 
containing  compound  1080  to  control 
coyotes  and  feral  dogs  which  prey  on 
sheep  and  cattle. 

Subpart  D  of  EPA’s  Rules  of  Practice 
(40  CFR  Part  164,  Subpart  D),  states  that 
EPA  will  treat  such  a  request  as  a 
request  to  modify  an  existing 
cancellation  order  and  sets  forth 
procedures  and  standards  to  be  used  in 
acting  on  the  request.  The  cancellation 
order  can  be  modified  only  on  the  basis 
of  evidence  presented  at  a  formal 
adjudicatory  hearing.  But  before  such  a 
hearing  may  be  held,  the  Administrator 
must  first  find  there  exists  “substantial 
new  evidence  which  may  materially 
affect  the  prior  cancellation  order  .  .  . 
and  which  was  not  available  to  the 
Administrator”  at  the  time  of  the 
original  cancellation  order. 

Preliminary  Informal  Hearings  Under 
FIFRA  Section  21(b) 

In  order  to  assist  me  in  deciding 
whether  there  is  substantial,  material 
new  evidence  which  would  warrant 
holding  a  formal  adjudicatory  hearing,  I 
have  decided  to  first  hold  two  informal 
field  hearings  [under  FIFRA  §  21(b)]  to 
supplement  the  information  in  the 
requests  for  emergency  exemptions  and 
to  inform  the  Agency  more  fully  about 
the  current  situation  concerning 
predator  losses  and  compound  1080.  At 
the  end  of  these  hearings,  I  will  decide 
whether  there  is  substantial  new 
evidence  which  would  justify  holding 
adjudicatory  hearings  under  Subpart  D 
of  40  CFR  Part  164  to  reconsider  the  use 
of  1080,  either  on  a  short-term 
emergency  basis  or  under  a  full  or 
conditional  registration. 

In  an  effort  to  provide  some  guidance, 
without  ruling  on  the  relevancy  of  any 
testimony  in  advance,  EPA  sets  forth 
below  examples  of  the  type  of  issues 
about  which  the  Agency  is  interested  in 


obtaining  information  which  has  become 
available  since  1972: 

1.  Losses  to  livestock  from  predation, 
from  the  time  of  the  original  cancellation 
to  September  1975  when  sodium  cyanide 
was  reregistered,  and  from  the 
reregistration  of  sodium  cyanide  to  the 
present. 

2.  The  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of 
present  lethal  and  non-lethal  animal 
damage  control  tools,  including  sodium 
cyanide. 

3.  The  efficacy  of  compound  1980 
(specifically,  information  on  whether 
reintroduction  of  1080  would  be  an 
effective  means  to  protect  livestock  from 
predation). 

4.  New  delivery  mechanisms  for  1080 
(especially  the  1080  toxic  collar)  which 
could  reduce  risks  associated  with  pre- 
1972  use. 

5.  New  studies  on  the  scope  of 
potential  environmental  hazards, 
particularly  primary  and  secondary 
poisoning  of  non-target  species. 

6.  Human  safety  in  handling 
compound  1080. 

EPA  solicits  testimony  from  all 
interested  parties  who  can  contribute  to 
the  collection  of  a  full  and  fair  range  of 
information  bearing  on  the  issues 
outlined  in  this  Notice. 

Testimony  may  be  presented  orally,  in 
writing,  or  both.  The  Agency  would 
appreciate  an  advance  copy  of  written 
testimony  if  possible.  In  an  effort  to 
assure  that  everyone  is  heard,  the 
Agency  anticipates  allowing  15-20 
minutes  per  person  for  oral 
presentations.  Any  party  who  desires 
substantially  more  time  should  contact 
the  Hearing  Officer  in  advance  of  the 
hearing  to  make  such  arrangements.  The 
time  limit  may  be  adjusted  at  the 
hearing  as  appropriate  depending  on 
how  many  witnesses  request  to  make 
presentations.  There  will  be  no  limit  to 
the  length  of  written  materials. 

Post-Hearing  Schedule 

After  examining  the  record  developed 
during  these  information-gathering 
hearings  and  the  information  submitted 
in  support  of  the  requests  for  emergency 
exemptions  allowing  the  use  of  1080, 1 
will  decide  whether  there  is  substantial 
new  evidence  concerning  the  risks  and 
benefits  of  using  1080  which  would 
warrant  initiating  adjudicatory  hearings 
under  EPA’s  Rules  of  Practice,  Subpart 
D,  to  reconsider  the  previous 
cancellation  order. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19538  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

ICC  Docket  No.  81-409  File  No.  21601-CD- 
P-4-80  and  CC  Docket  No.  81-410,  File  No. 

21 335-CD-P-4-80] 

Gencom  Inc.  and  RAM  Broadcasting  of 
Ariz.;  Applications  for  Hearings  on 
Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  June  22, 1981. 

Released:  June  25. 1981. 

By  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau: 

In  re  applications  of  Gencom 
Incorporated  for  a  construction  permit 
for  additional  frequencies  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  Station  KOA611  to  operate  on 
frequencies  454.100,  454.275, 454.300  and 
454.325  MHz  at  Tucson,  Arizona;  RAM 
Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc.  for  a 
construction  permit  for  a  new  station  to 
operate  on  frequencies  454.100.  454.275, 
454.300  and  454.325  MHz  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Tucson,  Arizona. 

1.  Presently  before  the  Chief,  Mobile 
Services  Division,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority,  are  the  captioned  applications 
of  Gencom  Incorporated  (Gencom)  and 
RAM  Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc. 
(RAM).  These  applications  are  mutually 
exclusive:  therefore,  a  comparative 
hearing  will  be  held  to  determine  which 
applicant  would  better  serve  the  public 
interest.  Both  applicants  desire  to  offer 
two-way  mobile  telephone  service  and 
one-way  paging  service.  Gencom  has 
filed  a  Petition  to  Deny  the  RAM 
application  and  RAM  has  filed  an 
informal  objection  to  the  Gencom 
application.  Responsive  pleadings  have 
been  filed. 

2.  Issues  have  been  raised  concerning 
whether  either  application  has 
demonstrated  a  need  for  the  frequencies 
it  requests.1 

3.  Need — Gencom.  Gencom  is 
presently  authorized  for  eight  UHF 
channels  and  seven  VHF  channels  in 
Tucson.  It  submitted  traffic  load  studies 
for  all  of  these  channels.  However, 
Gencom  does  not  state  that  it  has  any 
held  orders  for  additional  subscriber 
units.  Our  review  of  the  Gencom  need 
showing  indicates  that  Gencom  has  not 
demonstrated  adequate  channel  usage 
to  justify  the  grant  of  any  additional 
channels.  In  fact,  the  traffic  load  studies 
show  that  the  two  four-channel  UHF 
systems  have  blocking  rates  less  than  50 
percent.  Moreover,  while  six  of 
Gencom’s  VHF  channels  have  more  than 
50  percent  blocking,  Gencom  has  not 
shown  that  subscribers  on  these 


'  We  have  reviewed  other  issues  raised  by 
Gencom  and  find  them  to  be  without  merit. 
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channels  would  be  moved  to  the 
proposed  UHF  channels.  In  view  of  the 
expense  of  converting  from  VHF  to  UHF 
operation  and  the  fact  that  four  of  the 
UHF  channels  are  manual,  it  appears 
unlikely  that  any  present  VHF 
subscribers  would  be  switched  to  the 
proposed  UHF  channels.  For  these 
reasons,  we  will  designate  for  hearing 
an  issue  as  to  whether  Gencom  has 
demonstrated  adequate  need  for 
additional  channels. 

4.  Need— RAM.  Ram  received  57 
responses  to  a  newspaper  advertisement 
from  Tucson  residents  desiring  mobile 
telephone  service.  Thus,  it  appears  that 
RAM  has  demonstrated  sufficient  need 
for  at  least  one  of  the  frequencies  it 
requests.  However,  it  is  unclear  whether 
RAM  has  justified  need  for  any 
additional  frequencies.  RAM’s  need 
showing  does  not  clearly  indicate  how 
many  respondents  were  interested  in 
receiving  one-way  paging  service  and 
how  many  were  interested  in  receiving 
two-way  mobile  telephone  service.  RAM 
indicates  in  its  need  showing  that  in 
response  to  a  telephone  survey,  it 
obtained  131  “favorable  responses 
indicating  an  interest  in  mobile 
telephone  service  and  paging."  It  is 
unclear  from  this  statement  what 
number  of  the  131  persons  surveyed 
desired  mobile  telephone  service,  paging 
or  both.  This  mobile  telephone/paging 
breakdown  is  necessary  in  determining 
the  number  of  frequencies  for  which 
RAM  has  demonstrated  need. 

5.  We  are  also  unable  to  determine 
from  RAM’s  need  showing  what  number 
of  respondents  in  each  category  of 
potential  subscriber— e.g.  doctors, 
attorneys,  and  others — desired  service. 
Finally,  while  RAM  stated  that 
respondents  were  sent  maps  showing 
coverage  areas,  costs  and  details  of  the 
proposed  service,  the  respondents  did 
not  have  this  information  prior  to 
expressing  interest  in  the  service. 
Therefore,  RAM  has  not  demonstrated 
that  those  persons  who  expressed 
interest  in  RAM’s  service  were 
sufficiently  informed  about  that  service. 
For  these  reasons,  we  will  designate  for 
hearing  an  issue  as  to  whether  RAM  has 
demonstrated  adequate  need  for  the  four 
frequencies  it  requests. 

6.  We  have  examined  other 
allegations  raised  by  both  applicants 
and  find  them  to  be  without  merit.* 


’The  Commission  received  Gencom's  application 
on  April  30, 1980.  At  that  time.  Gencom’s  recently 
authorized  UHF  channels  were  not  operational.  On 
February  28. 1981.  the  Commission  requested  that 
Gencom  submit  traffic  load  studies  for  all  of  its  UHF 
channels.  Gencom  complied  with  this  request.  RAM 
maintains  that  the  Commission  should  have 
dismissed  Gencom's  application  as  defective  under 
Section  22.516  because  Gencom  failed  to  provide 


Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
applications  of  Gencom,  Incorporated, 
File  No.  21601-CD-P-4-80  and  RAM 
Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc.,  File  No. 
21335  CD-P-4-80,  are  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  upon  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  Gencom, 
Incorporated  has  demonstrated  a  need 
for  any  additional  frequencies; 3 

(b)  To  determine  whether  RAM 
Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc.  has 
demonstrated  a  need  for  the  four 
frequencies  it  requests; 

(c)  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis,  the  nature  and  extent  of  service 
proposed  by  each  applicant,  including 
the  rates,  charges,  maintenance, 
personnel,  practices,  classifications, 
regulations,  and  facilities  pertaining 
thereto;  * 

(d)  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis,  the  areas  and  populations  that 
each  applicant  will  serve  within  the 
prospective  39  dbu  contours,  based  upon 
the  standards  set  forth  in  Section 
22.504(a)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,4 
and  to  determine  and  compare  the  need 
for  the  proposed  services  in  said  areas; 
and 

(e)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  what  disposition  of  the 
referenced  applications  would  best 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  with 
respect  to  issue  (a)  the  burden  of  proof 
and  the  burden  of  proceeding  with  the 
introduction  of  evidence  is  placed  upon 
Gencom,  Incorporated,  that  with  respect 
to  issue  (b)  those  burdens  are  placed  on 
RAM  Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc.  and 
that  with  respect  to  issues  (c)-(e)  the 
ultimate  burden  of  proof  is  placed  on 
each  of  the  applicants  as  the  issue 
affects  them. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
hearing  shall  be  held  at  a  time  and  place 


traffic  load  studies  for  these  new  channels  when  it 
filed  its  application.  Gencom’s  newly  authorized 
UHF  channels  were  not  operational  within  60  days 
of  the  date  that  public  notice  was  given  of  RAM’s 
application.  Since  Gencom  was  unable  to  conduct 
traffic  load  studies  at  that  time,  its  application  was 
not  defective  at  the  time  of  filing. 

3If  Gencom  does  not  demonstrate  need  for  any 
additional  frequencies,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
decide  comparative  issues  (c)  and  (d). 

4  Section  22.504(a)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
describes  a  field  strength  contour  of  39  decibels 
above  one  microvolt  per  meter  as  the  limits  of  the 
reliable  service  area  for  base  stations  engaged  in 
two-way  communications  service  on  frequencies  in 
the  450  MHz  band.  Propagation  data  set  forth  in 
Section  22.504(b)  are  the  proper  bases  for 
establishing  the  location  of  service  contours  F(50,50) 
for  the  facilities  involved  in  this  proceeding. 


and  before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  any 
authorization  granted  to  RAM 
Broadcasting  of  Arizona,  Inc.  as  a  result 
of  the  comparative  hearing  designated 
herein  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  and 
conditioned  upon  whatever  action,  if 
any,  the  Commission  may  take  as  a 
result  of  allegations  raised  in  petitions 
against  RAM  Broadcasting  Corporation 
and/or  its  Michigan  subsidiary. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
applicants  may  avail  themselves  of  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  by  filing  with 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
1.221(c)  of  the  Rules  within  20  days  of 
the  release  date  hereof,  a  writtem  notice 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  for  hearing  and  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order. 

12.  The  Secretary  shall  cause  a  copy 
of  this  Order  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sheldon  M.  guttmann, 

Chief  Mobile  Services  Division,  Common 
Carrier  bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19480  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-44 


Meeting  of  Interested  Parties  to  CC 
Docket  No.  81-343,  Policy  for 
Overseas  Common  Carrier  Facilities, 
Pacific  Region,  1981-1995 

June  22, 1981. 

Members  of  the  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  staff  will  convene  a  meeting  of 
all  interested  parties  to  the  Pacific 
Planning  Process  (CC  Docket  No.  81- 
343)  in  Room  A-110,  FCC,  1229  20th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  at  1  p.m. 
on  July  13, 1981. 

The  agenda  of  the  meeting  will 
include:  (1)  discussion  of  the 
submissions  (draft)  with  respect  to 
Current  Facilities  Usage,  Technological 
Alternatives,  and  Demand  Forecasts; 
and  (2)  discussion  of  the  preparatory 
work  on  the  topics  of  Quality  of  Service 
(diversity,  redundancy,  restoration,  etc.) 
and  Cost  Analyses. 

For  additional  information,  contact  J. 
Michael  Cummins  (202)’632-4047. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary,  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19479  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-81-44 
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Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Marine  Services;  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
“Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,”  the 
schedule  of  future  Radio  Technical 
Commission  for  Marine  Services 
(RTCM)  meeting  is  as  follows: 

Special  Committee  No.  78 
Notice  of  6th  Meeting 
Wednesday,  July  15, 1981 — 9:30  a.m. 
Conference  Room  8334/36,  Nassif  (DOT) 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.  at  D 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda 

1.  Call  to  order  and  administrative 
matters. 

2.  Review  of  Federal  Radio  Navigation 
Plan. 

John  C.  Fuechsel,  Chairman,  SC-78, 
National  Ocean  Industries  Assoc., 

1100 17th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.;  Phone:  (202)  785-5116 

Exective  Committee  Meeting 
Notice  of  July  Meeting 
Thursday,  July  16, 1981 — 9:30  a.m. 
Conference  Room  A-110, 1229  20th 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda 

1.  Administrative  Matters. 

2.  Special  Committee  Reports. 

3.  Consideration  of  International 
Associates  as  a  participant  in  RTCM. 

4.  Consideration  of  Terms  of 
Reference  for  new  Special  Committees: 

a.  Universal  Marine  Telephone 
Compatibility. 

b.  Radio  Direction  Finder  Technology 
and  Use. 

The  RTCM  has  acted  as  a  coordinator 
for  maritime  telecommunications  since 
its  establishment  in  1947.  All  RTCM 
meetings  are  open  to  the  public.  Written 
statements  are  preferred,  but  by 
previous  arrangement,  oral 
presentations  will  be  permitted  within 
time  and  space  limitations. 

Those  desiring  additional  information 
concerning  the  above  meeting(s)  may 
contact  either  the  designated  chairman 
or  the  RTCM  Secretariat  (phone:  (202) 
632-6490). 

Federal  Communications  Commission.  \ 
William ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-19478  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 


Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  July 
25, 1981. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045:  The  Chase  Manhattan 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York 
(financing,  servicing,  and  insurance 
activities,  retail  sale  of  travelers  checks; 
Florida):  to  engage,  through  it’s  indirect 
subsidiary,  Chase  Manhattan  Financial 
Services,  Inc.,  in  making  or  acquiring,  for 
its  own  account  and  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit,  both  secured  and  unsecured, 
including  but  not  limited  to  concumer 
and  business  lines  of  credit,  installment 
loans  for  personal,  household  and 
business  purposes  and  mortgage  loans 
secured  by  real  property;  servicing  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit;  selling 
travelers  checks  at  retail;  acting  as 
insurance  agent  or  broker  for  credit  life 
insurance  and  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  directly  related  to  such 
lending  and  servicing  activities.  These 
activities  will  be  conducterd  from  an 
office  in  Coral  Gables,  Florida,  serving 
the  entire  State  of  Florida. 


Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street  San 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

Bankamerica  Corporation,  San 
Francisco,  California  (financing, 
servicing,  and  insurance  activities; 
Connecticut):  to  continue  to  engage, 
through  its  indirect  subsidiary.  Finance- 
America  Mortgage  Services  Inc.,  a  New 
Hampshire  corporation,  in  making  or 
acquiring  for  its  own  account  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit  such  as  would 
be  made  or  acquired  by  a  finance 
company;  servicing  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit;  and  offering  credit- 
related  life  insurance.  Neither  credit- 
related  accident  and  health  nor  credit- 
related  property  insurance  will  be 
offered  in  either  New  York  or 
Connecticut.  The  activities  to  be 
engaged  in  will  include  but  not  be 
limited  to.  purchasing  installment  sales 
finance  contracts,  making  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit  to  small 
business,  making  loans  secured  by  real 
property,  and  offering  credit-related  life 
insurance  directly  related  to  extensions 
of  credit  made  or  acquired  by  Finance- 
America  Mortgage  Services  Inc. 

These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Cheshire,  Connecticut 
and  the  geographic  scope  of  such 
activities  will  expand  to  include  the 
States  of  Connecticut  and  New  York. 
This  application  is  for  the  relocation  of 
an  office  presently  located  in  Hamden, 
Connecticut.  Bankamerica  Corporation, 
San  Francisco,  California  (financing, 
servicing,  and  insurance  activities: 
Pennsylvania):  to  continue  to  engage, 
through  its  indirect  subsidiary,  Finance- 
America  Consumer  Discount  Company, 
a  Pennsylvania  corporation,  in  the 
activities  of  making  or  acquiring  for  its 
own  account  loans  and  other  extensions 
of  credit  such  as  would  be  made  or 
acquired  by  a  finance  company, 
servicing  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit,  and  offering  credit-related  life, 
credit-related  accident  and  health  and 
credit-related  property  insurance.  Such 
activities  will  include,  but  not  be  limited 
to,  making  consumer  installment  loans; 
purchasing  installment  sales  finance 
contracts,  making  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  to  small  business; 
making  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  secured  by  real  and  personal 
property;  and  offering  credit-related  life, 
credit-related  accident  and  health  and 
credit-related  property  insurance 
directly  related  to  extensions  of  credit 
made  or  acquired  by  FinanceAmerica 
Consumer  Discount  Company. 

These  activities  will  be  conducted 
from  an  existing  office  located  in 
Allentown,  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
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geographic  scope  of  these  activities  will 
be  expanded  to  include  the  entire  State 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks:  None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  June  26, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19546  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  {12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
‘‘reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  or  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices."  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  July  24, 1981. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045:  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York 
(factoring;  California):  to  engage  through 
a  de  novo  office  of  Manufacturers 
Hanover  Commercial  Corporation 
(Delaware)  in  the  activities  of  making  or 
acquiring,  for  its  own  account  or  for  the 


account  of  others,  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  such  as  would  be 
made  by  a  factoring  company,  and 
arranging  or  servicing  such  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit  for  any 
person.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  a  de  novo  office  to  be 
located  in  San  Francisco,  California  and 
serving  the  San  Francisco  area. 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (home  equity 
lending,  sales  finance  activities  and 
insurance  activities;  Ohio):  to  continue 
to  hold  the  shares  of  Investors  Loan 
Corporation  of  Ohio  (“Investors”)  and 
Investors  Mortgage  Company  of  Ohio, 
Inc.  (“Investors  Mortgage”)  after 
Investors  and  Investors  Mortgage 
establish  a  de  novo  office  from  which 
Investors  Mortgage  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  arranging,  making  or 
acquiring  for  its  own  account  or  for  the 
account  of  others,  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  secured  by  a 
homeowner’s  equity  interest  in  a  home 
such  as  would  be  made  by  a  consumer 
finance  company,  servicing  such  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  for  any 
person,  and  acting  as  an  agent  or  broker 
for  the  sale  of  single  and  joint  credit  life 
insurance  which  is  directly  related  to 
such  loans  and  extensions  of  credit,  and 
from  which  Investors  would  engage  in 
the  activities  of  purchasing  installment 
sales  finance  contracts,  and  acting  as  an 
agent  or  broker  for  the  sale  of  single  and 
joint  credit  life  insurance  and  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance 
which  is  directly  related  to  such  loans 
and  extensions  of  credit.  Tempco  Life 
Insurance  Company  would  reinsure  such 
credit  life  and  accident  and  health 
insurance.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  a  de  novo  office  located 
in  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  serving  the 
following  counties:  Franklin,  Marion, 
Morrow,  Knox,  Union,  Delaware, 

Licking,  Madison,  Fayette,  Pickaway, 
Fairfield,  Perry,  Hocking,  eastern  Logan, 
Champaign,  Clark,  eastern  Green,  north- 
central  Ross,  northwestern  Vinton,  and 
western  Muskingum. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94120:  Security 
Pacific  Corporation,  Los  Angeles, 
California  (financing,  leasing  and 
servicing  activities:  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota):  to  engage  through  its 
subsidiary,  Security  Pacific  Leasing 
Corporation,  in  financing,  leasing  and 
servicing  activities  with  respect  to 
personal  property  and  equipment  and 
real  property.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  office  of  Security 
Pacific  Leasing  Corporation  in  Omaha 


Nebraska,  serving  the  States  of  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota. 

Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks:  None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19547  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Belle  Plaine  Service  Corp.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Belle  Plaine  Service  Corp.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  81.9  per  cent  of 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Citizens 
State  Bank,  Belle  Plaine,  Iowa.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  pf  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  24, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19548  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Burchard  Bankshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Burchard  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Tecumseh, 
Nebraska,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  99.1  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  State  Bank  of 
Burchard,  Burchard,  Nebraska.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  aplication  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
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received  not  later  than  July  24, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, Indentifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19549  filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Emerson  First  National  Co.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Emerson  First  National  Company, 
Schuyler,  Nebraska,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  95  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank,  Emerson,  Nebraska.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  25, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  26, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19550  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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First  American  Bank  Corp.;  Acquisition 
of  Bank 

First  American  Bank  Corporation, 
Kalamazoo,  Michigan,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(5)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(5)  to  merge  with 
Northern  States  BanCorporation, 

Detroit,  Michigan.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

First  American  Bank  Corporation, 


Kalamazoo,  Michigan,  has  also  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
§  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire 
voting  shares  of  Kelly  Mortgage  and 
Investment  Company,  Detroit,  Michigan. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  (perform)  (engage  in) 
the  activities  of  servicing  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit.  These 
activities  would  be  performed  from 
offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in 
Detroit  and  Flint,  Michigan,  and  the 
geographic  area  to  be  served  is  the  State 
of  Michigan.  Such  activities  have  been 
specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  July  24, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Maines, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19551  Filed  7-1-81;  a4S  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Pulaski  National  Corp.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Pulaski  National  Corporation, 
Pulaski,  Tennessee,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 


company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  First  National  Bank 
of  Pulaski,  Pulaski,  Tennessee.  The 
factos  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  25, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  26, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19552  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 
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Mesa  Bancorp;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Mesa  Bancorp,  San  Diego,  California, 
has  applied  for  the  Board's  approval 
under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  100  per  cent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  the  successor  by  merger  to 
California  Heritage  Bank,  San  Diego, 
California.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
17, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19553  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am! 
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Mustang  Community  Ban  Corp.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Mustang  Community  Ban  Corp.; 
Mustang,  Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Mustang 
Community  Bank,  Mustang,  Oklahoma. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  24, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 
|FR  Doc.  81-19554  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  ami 
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Northwest  International  Bank; 
Establishment  of  U.S.  Branch  of  a 
Corporation 

Northwest  International  Bank, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  a  corporation 
organized  under  section  25(a)  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section 
211.4(c)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  C.F.R.  §  211.4(c)(1)),  to  establish  a 
branch  in  New  York,  New  York. 
Northwest  International  Bank  operates 
as  a  subsidiary  of  Northwestern 
National  Bank  of  Minneapolis, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  211.4(a)  of  the  Board's 
Regulation  K  (12  C.F.R.  §  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551 
to  be  received  no  later  than  July  25, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 


would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  26, 1961. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19655  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  «m| 
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Port  Neches  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Port  Neches  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Port 
Neches,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank  of  Port  Neches,  Port 
Neches,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  25, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  28, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19536  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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Thomas  County  Bankshares  of  Colby, 
Kansas;  Inc.,  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Thomas  County  Bankshares  of  Colby, 
Kansas,  Inc.,  Colby,  Kansas,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Thomas 
County  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Colby,  Kansas, 
and  thereby  acquiring  indirect  control  of 
Thomas  County  National  Bank,  Colby, 
Kansas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  25, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  26. 1961. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19557  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  5210-01-M 


Parties  Filing  Qualifications 
Documents  With  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Offices 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 


summary:  The  regulations  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BLM)  in  43  CFR 
3102.2-l(c)  have  been  the  cause  of 
concern  from  lessees  and  permittees  on 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  .These 
regulations  pertain  only  to  mineral 
leasing  and  right-of-way  permitting  on 
the  onshore  or  upland  part  of  the  United 
States.  Apparently,  under  these 
regulations,  if  you  wish  for  a  designation 
of  an  agent  to  be  considered  for 
serialization  and  then  used  in  futue  BLM 
transactions  relating  to  onshore  or 
upland  matters  as  evidence  of  the 
authority  of  the  agent,  the  termination 
date  of  the  authorization  must  be  less 
than  two  years. 

The  OCS  regulations  pertaining  to  this 
matter,  43  CFR  3318.4(e)(1)  and  (2)  and 
43  CFR  3316.5,  make  no  such 
requirement  that  the  duration  of  the 
authorization  be  less  than  two  years. 

While  we  do  not  wish  to  deprive  you 
of  the  opportunity  to  use  a  designation 
of  an  agent  filed  in  connection  with  OCS 
transactions  as  a  reference  in  upland 
leasing  matters,  our  administration  of 
OCS  leases  is  facilitated  where  there  is 
no  such  limitation  in  time  for  the 
duration  of  authorizations. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 


action:  Notice. 
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Therefore,  you  need  not  include  a  time 
limit  on  the  authority  of  agents  if  such 
agency  is  restricted  to  OCS  matters. 

However,  if  you  wish  to  use  the  OCS 
Miscellaneous  Number  as  evidence  of 
authority  in  onshore  or  upland  matters, 
we  request  that  any  time  limitations  on 
such  authorization  be  restricted  solely  to 
transactions  under  43  CFR  3102.2-l(c) 
and  specifically  mention  that  the 
limitation  does  not  apply  to  transactions 
on  the  OCS  under  43  CFR  3300. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Frederick  C.  Gray,  New  York  OCS,  (212) 
264-2401;  Phyllis  Casey,  Alaska  OCS, 
(907)  276-2955;  Ann  Copsey,  Pacific 
OCS,  (213)  688-7107. 

Frank  Basile, 

Manager,  New  York  OCS  Office. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19385  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-«4-M 


Realty  Action— Noncompetitive  Sale 
Public  Lands  In  Cochise  County,  Arlz. 

The  following  described  land  has 
been  examined  and  identified  for 
disposal  by  sale  under  Section  203  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (90  Stat.  2750;  43  U.S.C. 

1713):  Township  14  South,  Range  31 
East,  Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 
Section  9:  E1/2E1/2Ey2SW1/4NW1/4, 
NE1/4NE‘/4NEV4NW1/4SWy4  NVfeNWs 
Ny2NEy4Swy4 

The  above-described  land,  comprising 
10.625  acres,  is  being  offered  as  a  direct, 
non-competitive  sale  to  Cosecha  Ranch, 
owner  of  the  adjoining  lands. 

In  1975,  Mr.  Larry  Parker  purchased 
private  land,  which  he  mistakenly 
believed  included  the  above-described 
land,  with  improvements.  The  public 
land  was  farmed  in  conjunction  with  the 
private  land.  It  was  later  determined 
that  the  farmed  land  included  the  public 
land.  On  January  7, 1976,  Mr.  Parker 
filed  a  Public  Sale  Application  under 
Revised  Statute  2455  (43  U.S.C.  1171). 
The  land  was  classified  as  suitable  for 
public  land  on  June  17, 1976.  The  Public 
Sale  was  not  completed  before  the 
passage  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  October  21, 1976, 
which  repealed  R.S.  2455.  From  1976  to 
1980  Mr.  Parker  used  this  land  under 
authority  of  yearly  Temporary  Use 
Permits.  In  1980,  Mr.  Parker  sold  the 
adjoining  private  land  to  Cosecha 
Ranch. 

Disposal  by  direct  sale,  rather  than 
public  auction,  will  legalize  the  use  of 
the  land,  protect  equity  investment  in 
the  improvements  on  the  land,  and 
eliminate  an  undue  hardship  if  Cosecha 
Ranch  were  compelled  to  remove  or 
otherwise  dispose  of  improvements. 


The  sale  will  resolve  a  complicated 
trespass  situation  on  an  isolated  tract  of 
public  land.  The  land  has  not  been  used 
and  is  not  required  for  any  federal 
purpose.  Disposal  would  best  serve  the 
public  interest.  The  sale  is  consistent 
with  the  Bureau’s  planning  system.The 
land  will  not  be  offered  for  sale  for  at 
least  60  days  after  the  date  of  this 
notice. 

Patent,  when  issued,  will  contain  the 
following  reservations: 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches 
and  canals  constructed  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  Act  of  August  30, 
1890,  26  Stat.  391;  43  U.S.C.  945. 

2.  All  mineral  deposits  in  the  land  so 
patented,  and  to  it,  or  persons 
authorized  by  it,  the  right  to  prospect, 
mine  and  remove  such  deposits  from  the 
same  under  applicable  law  and  such 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  may  prescribe. 

And  will  be  subject  to: 

1.  Those  rights  granted  by  oil  and  gas 
lease  A-16655,  made  under  Section  29  of 
the  Act  of  February  25, 1920, 41  Stat.  437 
and  the  Act  of  March  4, 1933, 47  Stat. 
1570.  This  patent  is  issued  subject  to  the 
right  of  the  prior  permittee  or  lessee  to 
use  so  much  of  the  surface  of  said  land 
as  is  required  for  oil  and  gas  exploration 
and  development  operations  without 
compensation  to  the  patentee  for 
damages  resulting  from  proper  oil  and 
gas  operations,  for  the  duration  of  the 
lease,  A-16655,  and  any  authorized 
extension  of  that  lease.  Upon 
termination  or  relinquishment  of  said  oil 
and  gas  lease,  this  reservation  shall 
terminate. 

Detailed  information  concerning  the  * 
sale  is  available  for  review  at  the 
Safford  District  Office,  425  East  4th 
Street,  Safford,  Arizona  85546. 

For  a  period  of  45  days,  interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  to  the  • 
District  Manager,  Safford  District  Office, 
425  East  4th  Street,  Safford,  Arizona 
85546. 

Any  adverse  comments  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  District  Manager,  who 
may  vacate  or  modify  the  realty  action 
and  issue  a  final  determination.  In  the 
absence  of  any  action  by  the  District 
Manager,  this  realty  action  will  become 
the  final  determination  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

Dated:  June  24, 1981. 

Kurt ).  Kotter, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19386  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Utah  Lease  Sale  Schedule  for  Federal 
Coal  in  the  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah 
Federal  Coal  Production  Region 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-18938,  appearing  on 
page  33109,  on  Friday,  June  26, 1981,  in 
the  third  column,  under  the  heading 
“Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in  the 
Cottonwood  Tract”,  in  the  seventh  line 
"Sec.  31,  Lot  Ey2;”  should  be  corrected 
to  read  "Sec.  31,  Lot  1,  EVfe;”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-41-M 


California  Desert  District  Comments 
on  Deleting  “Ohay”  Grazing 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  From 
Schedule 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  California 
Desert  District. 

action:  Intent  to  petition  for  removal  of 
the  115,000  acre  “Ohay”  grazing 
environmental  impact  statement  from 
the  court-approved  schedule.  NRDC  v. 
Morton. 


summary:  Due  to  recent  completion  of 
the  California  Desert  Plan  and 
reorganized  BLM  district  boundaries,  the 
California  Desert  District  is  analyzing 
the  livestock  grazing  program  in 
Western  San  Diego,  Riverside  and  Los 
Angeles  counties.  When  the  115,  000 
acre  "Ohay”  area  was  included  in  the 
settlement  of  the  NRDC  v.  Morton  suit, 
continued  management  by  BLM  was 
assumed.  Now,  however,  BLM  is 
considering  transferring  jurisdiction  of 
non-desert  lands  to  other  agencies  and 
to  private  ownership  via  exchange  in 
order  to  consolidate  management  in  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area. 

The  public  lands  involved  are  mostly 
scattered  parcels  situated  between  the 
Los  Angeles,  San  Bernardino  and 
Cleveland  National  Forests  and  the 
coastal  zone.  Due  to  steep  slopes,  heavy 
brush  and  non-grazing  use  of  adjacent 
private  lands,  the  grazing  program  is 
limited. 

To  date  the  analysis  indicates  that:  (1) 
There  are  about  54,000  acres  presently 
leased  for  grazing  26  operators;  the 
remainder  having  little  or  no  potential, 
(2)  most  operators  obtain  only  part  of 
their  livelihood  from  grazing,  (3)  public 
scoping  meetings  and  previous  planning 
efforts  have  not  identified  grazing  as  a 
significant  adverse  impact  or  issue,  and 
(4)  there  are  viable  alternatives  to 
continued  BLM  management  for  these 
lands. 

Four  public  meetings  were  held  in 
April  1981  to  assist  BLM  in  determining 
issues  associated  with  future 
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management  of  public  lands  in  western 
San  Diego,  Riverside,  and  Los  Angeles 
counties. 

The  need  for  a  grazing  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  was  specifically 
addressed.  Analysis  of  the  input 
conclusively  shows  that  the  Bureau’s 
grazing  program  on  these  lands  is  not 
perceived  as  a  significant  public  issue 
warranting  a  grazing  EIS.  Copies  of  the 
analysis  of  public  attitudes  are  available 
from  the  contact  named  below. 
COMMENTS:  This  notice  represents  the 
final  call  for  comments  on  the  need  for  a 
grazing  EIS.  To  be  fully  considered, 
comments  should  be  received  no  later 
than  August  3, 1981.  Submit  comments 
to  the  address  given  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Tom  W.  Rodda,  Escondido  Project  Lead. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1695 
Spruce  Street,  Riverside,  California 
92507.  Telephone  (714)  787-1677  or  (FTS) 
796-1677. 

Ranford  G.  Russell, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

|FR  Doe.  81-19485  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Off-Road  Vehicle  Designations 

ACTION:  Notice  of  off-road  vehicle 
designation  order  WY-030-8001. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  3, 1981. 

DECISION:  Notice  is  hereby  given  relating 
to  the  use  of  off-road  vehicles  on  public 
lands  in  accordance  with  the  authority 
and  requirements  of  Executive  Orders 
11644  and  11989  and  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  8340.  The  following 
described  lands  under  administration  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  are 
designated  as  open,  limited,  or  closed  to 
off-road  motorized  vehcile  use. 

The  1,120,068  acre  area  affected  by 
the  designations  is  known  as  the  Green 
Mountain  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  area  which  includes  portions 
of  the  Sweetwater  and  Moneta  Planning 
units  located  in  Fremont,  Sweetwater, 
Carbon,  and  Natrona  Counties, 
Wyoming.  These  designations  are  a 
result  of  land  use  decisions  made  in  the 
1979  Sweetwater  and  Moneta 
Management  Framework  Plans. 
Comments  received  from  two  open 
house  workshops,  individual  and  group 
contacts,  information  letters  sent  to  over 
300  people  on  the  Green  Mountain  EIS 
mailing  list,  and  written  responses  have 
influenced  these  designation  decisions. 
This  designation  order  sets  precedence 
for  off-road  vehicle  designations  in 
Wyoming  BLM. 

The  Bureau  recognizes  the  difference 
between  off-road  vehicles  and  oversnow 
vehicles  (in  terms  of  use  and  impact). 


Therefore,  travel  by  oversnow  vehicles 
will  be  permitted  off  existing  routes,  as 
specifically  provided,  only  if  they  are 
operated  in  a  responsible  manner 
without  damaging  the  vegetation  or 
harming  wildlife. 

Designations 

1.  Open  Designation:  No  areas  were 
identified  for  open  designation. 

2.  Limited  Designation:  a.  Use  in 
limited  to  existing  roads  and  vehicle 
routes  on  1,013,738  acres.  Use  in  limited 
to  those  roads  and  vehicles  routes  in 
existance  as  of  the  date  of  this 
publication.  Temporary  excursions 
leaviing  existing  vehiclular  routes  are 
permitted  only  to  accomplish  necessary 
tasks  and  only  if  such  travel  does  not 
result  in  resource  damage.  Necessary 
tasks  involve  work  requiring  the  use  of  a 
motor  vehicle.  Examples  include  picking 
up  big  game  kills,  reparing  range 
improvements,  managing  livestock,  and 
locatable  mineral  operations  which  are 
covered  under  the  casual  or  the  notice 
levels  outline  in  the  43  CFR  3809 
regulations,  etc.  Resource  damage  is 
defined  as  leaving  long-term  signs  of 
vehicle  use  (ruts),  causing  erosion  or 
water  pollution,  or  creating  undue 
degradation  of  other  vegetative  or 
wildlife  resources. 

Random  or  unnecessary  travel  from 
existing  vehicle  routes  is  not  allowed. 
Creation  of  new  routes  or  extenstion 
and/or  widening  of  existing  routes  is  not 
allowed  without  prior  written  agency 
approval. 

This  designation  is  determined  to  be 
appropriate  for  a  majority  of  the  public 
lands  by  accomodating  access  needs 
while  providing  resource  protection. 

b.  Use  is  limited  to  designated  roads 
and  vehicle  routes  on  95,980  acres. 
Vehicle  travel  is  permitted  only  on 
roads  and  vehicle  routes  designated  as 
open  by  the  BLM.  Until  final  publication 
of  maps  and  brochures  and  sign 
installation  is  accomplished,  vehicular 
travel  is  limited  to  existing  roads  and 
vehicle  routes  as  designated  unde  2a, 
above.  Are  as  where  vehicle  use  is 
permitted  only  on  roads  and  vehicle 
routes  designated  by  the  Bureau  and 
identified  with  signs  and  on  maps  are  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Wind  River  Range  slopes 
(40,090  acres)  west  of  Lander,  Wyoming. 

2.  Green  Mountain  (55,890  acres)  15 
miles  southeast  of  Jeffrey  City, 
Wyoming. 

c.  Use  limited  by  the  number  or  type 
of  vehicles. 

1.  There  are  several  vehicle  routes 
identified  by  signs  and  maps  as  suitable 
for  four-wheel  drive  vehicles. 


2.  The  14,630  acres  located  in  the  Red 
Canyon  elk  winter  range  are  closed  to 
oversnow  vehicles. 

d.  Use  is  limited  to  time  or  season. 

Several  roads  and  vehicle  routes  are 

closed  seasonally  in  order  to  protect  the 
roadbed  and  surrounding  watershed 
values  (aproximate  dates  of  closure  are 
indicated  on  signs  and  maps).  Where 
specialized  restrictions  are  necessary  to 
meet  other  resource  management 
objectives,  other  limitations  may  also  be 
developed. 

e.  The  10,330-acre  area  south  of 
Hudson  and  east  of  Lander,  Wyoming,  is 
scheduled  for  further  planning. 

Due  to  local  public  concern  and  the 
area’s  close  proximity  to  population 
centers,  further  inventories  are  needed 
to  determine  appropriate  designation. 
These  plans  will  be  prepared  in 
cooperation  with  other  governmental 
agencies  and  public  interest  groups  to 
provide  for  vehicle  use.  Until  plans  are 
completed,  vehicle  use  is  permitted  only 
on  existing  vehicle  routes. 

3.  Closed  Designation:  No  areas  were 
identified  for  closed  designation. 

Access 

ORV  designations  apply  to  all  off¬ 
road  vehicles  regardless  of  their 
purpose.  However,  emergency  vehicles 
in  emergency  situations  are  excluded 
from  these  designations. 

The  use  of  closed  roads  or  areas  will 
be  by  permit  only.  Mineral  prospectors 
and  explorers  under  the  Mining  Law  of 
1872  must  obtain  authorization  from 
BLM  pursuant  to  the  43  CFR  3809 
regulations  to  operate  a  motor  vehicle 
on  a  closed  road  or  in  a  closed  area. 

Any  person(s)  having  special  access 
needs  may  apply  to  the  authorized 
officer  for  a  permit  to  enter  the  area. 

Any  constructed  access  will  require  a 
right-of-way  under  43  CFR  2800. 

Protests 

Any  person(s)  who  has  disagreement 
with  this  decision  and  has  information 
which  may  influence  this  decision  may 
file  a  protest  with:  District  Manager, 
Rawlins  District  Office.  P.O.  Box  670, 
1300  Third  Street,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 
82301. 

Protests  must  be  filed  with  the 
Rawlins  District  Manager  by  4:30  p.m., 
on  or  before  August  3, 1981. 

No  specific  form  need  be  used  in  filing 
a  protest.  However,  protests  must  be 
specifically  identified  as  follows:  Protest 
to  ORB  Designation  Order  WY-030- 
8001. 

Should  any  protests  be  filed,  the 
Rawlins  District  Manager  will  consider 
such  protests  and  issue  a  decision  which 
will  be  subject  to  appeal  to  the 
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Department  of  Interior,  Board  of  Land 
Appeals  (IBLA).  If  the  decision  on  the 
protest  remains  consistent  with  this 
decision,  only  the  protestant  may  appeal 
to  the  IBLA.  If  the  decision  on  the 
protest  reflects  changes  from  this 
decision  based  on  information 
submitted  by  the  protestant,  any 
adversely  affected  person(s)  may  appeal 
to  the  IBLA. 

This  decision  will  become  effective  as 
of  4:30  p.m.  on  the  30th  day  from  the 
date  of  this  publication  August  3, 1981 
(close  of  protest  period)  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  all  ORV  designations  on 
which  no  protest  is  filed  and  will  remain 
in  effect  until  rescinded  or  modified  by 
the  authorized  officer.  An  environmental 
assessment  describing  the  impact  of 
those  designations  is  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  listed  below. 

Address: 

For  further  information  about  these 
designations,  contact  either  of  the 
following  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Offices: 

District  Manager,  Rawlins  Distict  Office, 
P.O.  Box  670, 1300  Third  Street, 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301  (307)  324- 
7171 

Area  Manager,  Lander  Resource  Area 
Headquarters,  P.O.  Box  589,  Jett  Bldg., 
Hwy.  287  S.,  Lander,  Wyoming  82520 
(307)  332-4220. 

David ).  Walter, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19489  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[W-74769] 

Wyoming;  Invitation  for  Coal 
Exploration  License  Antelope  Coal 
Company 

June  22, 1981. 

Antelope  Coal  Company,  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  NERCO,  Inc., 
hereby  invites  all  interested  parties  to 
participate  on  a  pro  rata  cost  sharing 
basis  in  its  coal  exploration  program 
concerning  Federally  owned  coal 
underlying  the  following  described  land 
in  Converse  County,  Wyoming: 

T.  40  N„  R.  71  W..  6th  P.M., 

Sec.  2,  W'AJvJE'A,  SE'ANW'A,  E*ASWlA, 
NW>ASElA. 

T.  41  N„  R.  71  W., 

Sec.  34,  SVzNE'A: 

Sec.  35,  NW'ASW'A. 

Containing  360.00  acres. 

All  of  the  coal  in  the  above  lands 
consists  of  unleased  Federal  coal  within 
the  Powder  River  Basin  known 
recoverable  coal  resource  area.  The 
purpose  of  the  exploration  program  is  to 
define  outcropping  of  coal  seams  within 


the  boundaries  of  the  above-described 
area. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  proposed 
drilling  program  is  available  for  review 
during  normal  business  hours  in  the 
following  offices  (under  serial  number 
W-74769):  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
2515  Warren  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1828, 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001,  and  U.S. 
Forest  Service,  Thunder  Basin  National 
Grasslands,  809  South  9th  Street, 
Douglas,  Wyoming  82633. 

This  notice  of  invitation  will  be 
published  in  this  newpaper  once  each 
week  for  two  consecutive  weeks 
beginning  the  week  of  July  6, 1981,  and 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Any  party 
electing  to  participate  in  this  exploration 
program  must  send  written  notice  to 
both  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
and  Antelope  Coal  Company,  no  later 
than  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this 
invitation  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
written  notice  should  be  sent  to  the 
following  addresses:  Antelope  Coal 
Company,  c/o  NERCO,  Inc.,  Ill  S.  W. 
Columbia,  Portland,  Oregon  97201  and 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
W'yoming  State  Office,  Lands  and 
Mining  Section,  P.O.  Box  1828, 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 

The  foregoing  notice  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  pursuant  to  Title  43 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Section 
3410.2— 1(d)(1). 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19488  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

IW-74866] 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  24, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company 
filed  an  application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  a  22"  diameter  natural  gas 
transmission  line,  a  compressor  station 
and  gas  measurement  site  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas  from 
the  Chevron  plant  near  Carter  Creek  to 
a  natural  gas  pipeline  company  of 
America  compressor  station  near 
Whitney  Canyon  across  the  following 
described  public  lands  in  Uinta  County: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  17  N.,  R.  119  W., 

Sec.  4,  Lot  5,  SE'ANEVi,  and  EV2SEV4, 

T.  18  N.,  R.  119  W., 

Sec.  6,  S'ASE’A, 

Sec.  8,  E'ANE'A: 

Sec.  16,  WViNE'A,  NEV4NWV4,  and 
WVfeSEW,* 

Sec.  28,  W'/zEVfe. 


The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  Rock  Springs  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming 
82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief.  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19487  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Colorado:  Realty  Action; 
Noncompetitive  Lease  of  Public  Lands 
in  Rio  Blanco  County,  Colorado 

June  26, 1981. 

The  following  described  land  has 
been  examined  and  identified  as 
suitable  for  lease  under  Section  302  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (90  Stat.  2762; 

43  U.S.C.  1732)  at  no  less  than  the 
appraised  fair  market  rental: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 
T.  3  N.,  R.  101  W., 

Sec.  22,  Portions  within  E%Wt4  and  EVi: 

Sec.  23,  Portions  within  W%NEWi, 
SEViNEVi,  NWV4  and  SV4; 

Sec.  26,  Portions  within  NVfeNEVi  and 
NWy«; 

Sec.  27,  Portions  within  NEV»,  EVfeW  Vt  and 
NViSEy*. 

The  areas  within  the  above  described 
lands  that  will  actually  be  used 
aggregate  approximately  513  acres  in 
Rio  Blanco  County.  They  are  shown  on  a 
map  entitled  “Refuse  Disposal  Area". 
Figure  2-13,  at  page  60  of  the  draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
Moon  Lake  Power  Plant  Project,  Units  1 
and  2,  filed  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  January  8, 1981. 

Lease  of  the  above  described  lands 
has  been  porposed  by  Western  Fuels 
Association,  Inc.,  of  Lakewood, 
Colorado,  The  land  is  proposed  to  be 
used  to  provide  areas  for  storage  of 
topsoil,  sediment  ponds  and  areas  for 
refuse  disposal  in  conjunction  with 
operation  of  the  Deserado  Coal  Mine 
which  is  planned  to  be  operated  by 
Western  Fuels  Association,  Inc.,  on 
adjacent  land  under  coal  leases  Denver 
047201,  Colorado  023703  and  028875. 

Information  concerning  the  proposed 
use  is  in  the  final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Moon  Lake  Power 
Plant  Project,  Units  1  and  2,  filed  with 
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the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
May  1, 1981.  The  proposed  use  is 
consistent  with  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  land  use  planning.  The  Rio 
Blanco  County  Commissioners  have  not 
objected  to  lease  of  the  land  for  the 
proposed  uses.  The  lease  of  these  lands 
will  serve  important  public  objectives 
which  cannot  be  achieved  on  lands 
other  than  public  lands.  These 
objectives  outweigh  the  values  derived 
from  livestock  grazing  which  is  the 
present  and  projected  use  of  the  lands. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is 
considering  a  long-term  (approximately 
30  years)  direct,  non-competitive  lease 
to  Western  Fuels  Association,  Inc., 
dependent  upon  the  company  filing  an 
application  for  lease  and  including 
information  required  by  Title  43  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  2920.5-2. 

(These  regulations  appear  as  final 
rulemaking  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  19, 1981,  Volume  46,  No.  12,  at 
pages  5772  through  5782.)  The  terms  and 
conditions  applicable  to  any  lease 
issued  under  this  notice  are  those  in  43 
CFR  2920.7.  Special  stipulations  that 
would  be  included  in  a  lease,  as  well  as 
other  information  about  the  proposal 
can  be  reviewed  in  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Managment  White  River  Resource  Area 
Office,  P.O.  Box  928,  Meeker,  Colorado 
81641,  telephone  (303)  878-5084. 

On  or  before  August  17, 1981, 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Colorado  State  Office, 

2000  Arapahoe  Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80205.  Any  adverse  comments  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  State  Director,  who 
may  vacate  or  modify  this  realty  action 
and  issue  a  final  determination.  In  the 
absence  of  any  action  by  the  State 
Director,  this  realty  action  will  become 
the  final  determination  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

H.  Roy  McBride, 

Acting  State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19492  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[NM  45409) 

New  Mexico;  Application 

June  24, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  November  16. 1973  (87  Stat.  576), 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  has 
applied  for  forty-four  buried,  240-volt, 
electrical  cables  to  supply  cathodic 
protection  to  its  existing  wells  across 
the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 

T.  29  N..  R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  4.  NViSWVi: 

Sec.  9,  EVfeNEVi; 


Sec.  23,  SEV4SEV4: 

Sec.  26,  NWViNEVi; 

Sec.  33,  SEViNEVi; 

Sec.  35,  WVfeNEtt,  SEViNWVii  and 

Ey2swy4. 

Containing  6,201.32  feet 
T.  30  N.,  R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  5,  lots  5.  6.  SWViNEtt  and  Sy2NWy4; 
Sec.  6,  SEy«NE%; 

Sec.  7.  SWy4NEy4  and  NW^SE1/.; 

Sec.  21.  NWy4NEy4  and  NWy4SWy4; 

Sec.  31,  SWy4SEy4. 

Containing  10,732.07  feet 

T.  31  N.,  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  32,  Ey2NEy4,  SWy4NEy4.  NVfeSWy* 
and  NWy4SEy4.  * 

Containing  4,660.30  feet 

T.  31  N.,  R.  7  W.. 

Sec.  4,  SEy4swy4  and  wy2SEy4. 

Containing  3,094.83  feet 

T.  31  N..  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  3.  lot  1,  sviNEy«,  Ny2swy4, 
swy4swy4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  4,  lot  1,  SEy4NEy4  and  NEViSE1/^ 

Sec.  8,  Ey2SEy4; 

Sec.  9,  EViNEMi  and  WVfeSWtt; 

Sec.  10,  NWy4NEy4,  and  SWt4NWV4, 
Ny2swy4,  SEy4swy4  and  swy4SEy4; 

Cpr  11  CWViWVi' 

Sec!  14’,  NWy4NWy4  and  SEy4SWy4; 

Sec.  15,  NViNEVi  and  SWy4SWy4; 

Sec.  23,  NEy4NWy4; 

Sec.  26,  WVfeSEVi; 

Sec.  35.  SWy4NEy4,  SEy4NWy4,  EVfeSWtt 
and  NWy4SEy4. 

Containing  31,821.04  feet 

T.  32  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Sec.  9,  lots  5, 6  and  9; 

Sec.  17,  lots  5, 9, 13, 15  and  16; 

Sec.  26.  SWttSWtt; 

Sec.  29,  SEy4SWy4  and  SE'A: 

Sec.  33,  lots  2, 3, 4  and  Wy2SEy4; 

Sec.  34,  SWy4  and  S\NV*SEV*\ 

Sec.  35,  NVWiNW1/.  and  NEy4SEy4. 
Containing  20,917.25  feet 
T.  32  N..  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  23,  SEy4NWy4,  NEttSWtt  and 
NVfeSEy4; 

Sec.  24.  Wy2SWy4; 

Sec.  25,  WttNEtt,  Ny2NWy4  and 
SEy4NWy4; 

Sec.  34.  SWy4NWy4  and  Ny2SWy4. 
Containing  12,497.30  feet 
T.  32  N.,  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  10.  lot  3. 

Containing  718.60  feet 

These  electrical  cables  will  conduct 
electric  energy  across  17.167  miles  of 
public  lands  in  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba 
Counties.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 


P.O.  Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87107. 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 

Chief,  Lands  Section. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19515  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Vale  District  Advisory  Council;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-579  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Vale  District  Advisory  Council  will 
be  held  July  21  at  Jordan  Valley,  Oregon. 
The  meeting  will  begin  at  7:30  a.m.  and 
last  until  5:00  p.m. 

The  meeting  will  consist  of  a  field 
examination  by  the  Council  of  range 
improvements  in  the  Vale  District’s 
Southern  Resource  Area.  The  Council 
will  also  examine  public  access  to  the 
Owyhee  River.  The  purpose  of  the  field 
tour  is  to  inform  the  Council  of  multiple 
use  issues  to  be  considerd  in  the 
planning  effort  currently  underway  in 
the  District’s  Southern  Malheur  EIS 
area.  This  is  intended  to  be  an 
informative  tour  and  no  action  items  are 
expected  to  be  addressed. 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend  the 
field  tour  but  must  provide  personal 
transportation.  Anyone  wishing  to 
attend  should  notify  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
365  “A”  Street  West,  Vale,  Oregon 
97918,  by  July  17, 1981. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Council  will 
be  maintained  in  the  District  Office  and 
be  available  during  regular  business 
hours  for  public  inspection,  for  cost  of 
duplication,  on  or  before  August  3, 1981. 
A  copy  will  be  furnished  each  Council 
member. 

Fearl  M.  Parker, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19491  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


Geological  Survey 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 

agency:  U.  S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Transco  Exploration  Company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  activities  it 
proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
3546,  Block  58,  Vermilion  Area,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  to  Section  25  of  the  OCS 
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Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978,  that  the 
Geological  Survey  is  considering 
approval  of  the  Plan  and  that  it  is 
available  for  public  review  at  the  offices 
of  the  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of 
Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Room  147,  Metairie,  Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  become  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  B1-1&1B4  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


National  Park  Service 

Cuyahoga  Valley  National  Recreation 
Area  Advisory  Commission;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  86  Stat.  770,  5  U.S.C.  App.  1,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  September  13, 
1976,  90  Stat.  1247,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Cuyahoga  Valley  National  Recreation 
Area  Advisory  Commission  will  be  held 
beginning  8:30  a.m.  (EDT),  on  Thursday, 
July  23. 1981,  at  Happy  Days  Visitor 
Center  located  on  State  Route  303 
(Streetsboro  Road),  1  mile  west  of  State 
Route  8  near  Peninsula,  Ohio.  Parking  is 
on  the  north  side  of  Route  303  and  a 
pedestrain  tunnel  leads  to  the  building 
on  the  south  side  of  the  highway. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
the  Act  of  December  27, 1974,  88  Stat. 
1788, 16  U.S.C.  460ff-4,  to  meet  and 
consult  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
on  matters  relating  to  the  administration 
and  development  of  the  Cuyahoga 
Valley  National  Recreation  Area. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are 
as  follows: 

Mrs.  Tommie  Patty  (Chairperson) 

Mr.  John  Craig 
Mr.  Norman  A.  Godwin 
Mrs.  William  Hutchison 
Mr.  James  S.  Jackson 


Mrs.  George  Klein 
Mr.  Stanley  Mottershead 
Mr.  C.  W.  Eliot  Paine 
Mr.  Melvin  J.  Rebholz 
Mr.  F.  Eugene  Smith 
Ms.  Robbie  Stillman 
Mr.  Barry  K.  Sugden 
Dr.  Robert  W.  Teater. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  an 
orientation  tour  of  the  park  for  members. 
Members  of  the  public  may  attend,  but 
no  transportation  during  the  tour  will  be 
available  for  the  public.  Because  of  this 
arrangement,  the  Commission  will  not 
conduct  any  business  during  the  July 
meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Lewis  S. 
Albert,  Superintendent,  Cuyahoga 
Valley  National  Recreation  Area,  P.O. 
Box  158,  Peninsula,  Ohio  44264, 
telephone  (216)  650-4414.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  3  weeks  after  the  meeting,  at 
the  office  of  Cuyaghoa  Valley  National 
Recreation  Area,  located  at  501  West 
Streetsboro  Road  (State  Route  303),  2 
miles  east  of  Peninsula,  Ohio. 

Dated:  June  24, 1981. 

James  L.  Ryan, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Midwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19546  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Hampton  National  Historic  Site; 

Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Park  Service,  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  This  notice  sets  forth  the  date 
of  the  forthcoming  meeting  to  present 
development  and  management 
proposals  for  Hampton  National 
Historic  Site. 

DATE:  July  23, 1981,  2:00  P.M.  and  7:00 
P.M. 

ADDRESS:  Towson  Senior  High  School, 
Aigburth  Rd.  &  Cedar  Ave.,  Towson,  MD 
21204. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Courtney  B.  Wilson,  Site  Manager, 
Hampton  National  Historic  Site, 

Towson,  MD  21204. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  present 
alternative  proposals  under 
consideration  for  the  future 
development  and  management  of  the 
site.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  and  comments  on  the  proposals 
are  invited. 

A  document,  “Environmental 
Assessment,  Draft  General  Management 
Plan,  Hampton  National  Historic  Site” 
has  been  prepared  and  is  available  to 
the  public  for  review  and  comment. 


Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Mid-Atlantic  Region.  National  Park 
Service,  143  S.  Third  Street 
Philadelphia,  PA  19106 
Hampton  National  Historic  Site. 
Hampton  Lane.  Towson.  Maryland 
21204 

Ft.  McHenry  National  Monument  and 
Historic  Shrine,  Baltimore.  MD  21230 
Copies  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  in  libraries  in  the  project 
vicinity. 

A  30  day  review  period  following  the 
public  meeting  is  provided  for  the 
submission  of  comments  on  the 
proposals.  Written  comments  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Regional  Director.  Mid- 
Atlantic  Region  by  August  22, 1981. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

James  W.  Coleman,  Jr., 

Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19560  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant's  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant's 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
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we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulation.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract". 

Any  status  inquiries  should  be 
directed  to  202-275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-112 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

Decided:  June  25, 1981. 

MC 156523,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  W.C.  TREITLINE 
TRUCKING,  Box  112,  St.  Hilaire,  MN 
56754.  Representative:  William  C. 
Treitline  (same  address  as  applicant), 
218-465-4347.  Transporting  food  and 
other  edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 


(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners,  by  the 
owner  of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such 
vehicle,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156593,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  FREDERICK  RICHARDS, 

INC.,  321  East  Bay  St.,  Charleston,  SC 
29401.  Representative:  Robert  A. 
Richards,  642  Wando  Lea  Drive,  Mt. 
Pleasant,  SC  29464,  803-884-8651.  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-101 

Decided:  June  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  156464,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  C  &  R  TRUCKING,  802 
Modoc  Lane,  Oxon  Hill,  MD  20021. 
Representative:  Rudolph  H.  Broadnax, 

Sr.  (same  address  as  applicant),  (301) 
839-3703.  Transporting  food  and  other 
edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156465,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  E.  KLECKO,  JR.,  806 
Kimberly  Lane,  Westtown,  PA  19395. 
Representative:  Francis  W.  Doyle,  323 
Maple  Ave.,  Southampton,  PA  18966, 
(215)  357-7220.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156485,  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  HENRY  FOLKNER,  9720 
Album,  El  Paso,  TX  79925. 
Representative:  Henry  Folkner  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (915)591-6587. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-223 

Decided:  June  26, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 
(Member  Williams  not  participating.) 

MC  147766  (Sub-6),  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  COLOR  ADO-DEN  VER/ 
WAREHOUSE-DELIVERY,  INC.,  4902 
Smith  Rd.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Russell  R.  Sage,  P.O. 
Box  11278,  Alexandria,  VA  22312,  (703) 
750-1112.  Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  Government, 
general  commodities  (except  used 


household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156586,  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  BOB’S  TAXI  CO.,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
METROPOLITAN  COURIER,  9  Vernon 
St.,  Norwood,  MA  02062.  Representative: 
George  C.  O'Brien,  12  Vernon  St., 
Norwood,  MA  02062.  Transporting 
shipments  weighing  100  pounds  or  less  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19415  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant's  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 
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In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Please  direct  status  inquires  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
Member  Williams  not  participating. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract.” 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-103 

Decided:  June  23, 1981. 

MC  26825  (Sub-64),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ANDREW  VAN  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1609,  Norfolk,  NE  68701. 
Representative:  Jack  L.  Schultz,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (402)  475-6761. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina, 
in  the  U.S.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  113855  (Sub-534),  filed  June  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Road 
SE.,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Thomas  J.  Van  Osdel, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126,  (701)  235-4487.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  pojnts  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Seaport  Cooperative,  Inc.,  of  Portland, 
OR. 

MC  120678  (Sub-15),  filed  June  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ACME  TRUCK  LINE, 


INC.,  2855  Lapalco  Boulevard,  Harvey, 

LA  70059.  Representative:  Paul  D. 
Angenend,  1806  Rio  Grande,  Austin,  TX 
78768,  (512)  476-6391.  Transporting 
Mercer  commodities,  between  points  in 
CO,  ID,  MT,  ND,  NE,  SD,  UT,  and  WY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY, 
LA,  MS,  NM,  OK,  TN  and  TX. 

MC  121385  (Sub-3),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  LITTLE  DIXIE  XPRESS,  LTD., 
927  S.W.  Sixth,  P.O.  Box  95252, 

Oklahoma  City,  OK  73109. 
Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips,  Room  248, 
Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411  N.  Classen, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106.  Transporting 
buildings,  between  the  facilities  of  Star 
Manufacturing  Co.,  located  at  points  in 
the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  124154  (Sub-113),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  WINGATE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  645,  Albany, 
GA  31702.  Representative:  Thomas  F. 
Panebianco,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tallahassee, 
FL  32302,  (904)  576-1221.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  the  facilities 
of  Wonalancet  Company,  American  Can 
Company,  and  The  Lincoln  Electric 
Company  at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  141215  (Sub-4),  filed  June  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  HICKS  CORNERS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rural  Route  1, 
Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  St., 
Suite  100,  Madison,  WI  53705,  (608)  238- 
3119.  Transporting  (1)  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of 
sewage  treatment  equipment,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Water  Pollution  Control 
Corp.,  of  Milwaukee,  WI;  and  (2) 
agricultural  products  and  agricultural 
supplies,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Hicks 
Corner’s  Grain  Elevator,  Inc. 

MC  149114  (Sub-8),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRANSPORT 
SERVICES  CO.,  100  Industrial  Ave., 
Edison,  NJ  08837.  Representative:  Brian 
H.  Siegel,  1101  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Suite  1000,  Washington,  DC  20036  (202) 
857-0141.  Transporting  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Automatic  Data  Processing,  Inc.,  of 
Clifton,  NJ. 

MC  150875  (Sub-3),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  CENTRAL  INTERMODAL 
CORP.,  2801  Spring  Grove  Ave., 
Cincinnati,  OH  45225.  Representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St„  Columbus, 
OH  43215,  (614)  228-1541.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 


Boone,  Campbell  and  Kenton  Counties, 
KY,  Dearborn  County,  IN,  and  those  in 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  152674  (Sub-5),  filed  June  9. 1981. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  EXPRESS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  550,  Miami.  OK  74354. 
Representative:  Michael  H.  Lennox,  531 
N.  Portland,  P.O.  Box  75613,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73147,  (405)  943-2722. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
ceramics,  between  points  in  CA,  NV, 
and  OR,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155944,  Filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  CORNETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  618  Old 
Philadelphia  Rd.,  Aberdeen,  MD  21001. 
Representative:  Thomas  P.  Kimmett,  Jr., 
2000  First  Maryland  Bldg.,  25  South 
Charles  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  21201,  (301) 
752-0987.  Transporting  (1)  food  and 
related  products;  and  (2)  containers, 
between  points  in  MD,  DE,  VA,  NC,  SC, 
NJ,  PA  and  WV. 

MC  156434,  filed  June  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  HAYS  TRAVEL,  INC.,  1305 
Main  St.,  Hays,  KS  67601. 

Representative:  Kenneth  C.  Havner,  111 
W.  10th  St.,  Box  976,  Hays,  KS  67601, 
(913)  628-1145.  As  a  broker  at  Hays,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-213 

Decided:  June  24, 1981. 

MC  20916  (Sub-35),  Filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  T.  SISK,  Route  2,  Box 
182-B,  Culpeper,  VA  22701. 
Representative:  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  523 
South  Cameron  St.,  Winchester,  VA 
22601,  (703)  662-0927.  Transporting  (1) 
forest  products,  (2)  ores  and  minerals, 

(3)  lumber  and  wood  products,  and  (4) 
clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MI,  IL,  MO,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  64016  (Sub-1),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  T.  E.  ANDRESEN,  INC.,  36-38 
Jefferson  Ave.,  Salem,  MA  01970. 
Representative:  Thomas  E.  Andresen,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (617)  745- 
0100.  Transporting  household  goods, 
between  points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  CT, 
RI,  NY,  NJ.  PA,  MD,  DE,  VA,  WV,  OH, 
NC,  SC,  GA,  AL,  FL,  and  DC. 

MC  87966  (Sub-22),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  ELEVELD  CHICAGO 
FURNITURE  SERVICE,  INC.,  9630  South 
76th  Ave.,  Hickory  Hills,  IL  60457. 
Representative:  Richard  V.  Merrill,  P.O. 
Box  4403,  Chicago,  IL  60680,  (312)  681- 
8378.  Transporting  textile  mill  products 
between  points  in  Dekalb  and  Fulton 
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Counties,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Cook,  Dupage,  Kane, 
Kendall  and  Will  Counties,  IL. 

MC 118026  (Sub-9),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  PALMER  GREGORY  & 

SONS,  INC.,  Route  #4,  Springfield,  TN 
37172.  Representative:  James  Clarence 
Evans,  1800  Third  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Nashville,  TN  37219,  (615)  244-1440. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  United 
States  Tobacco  Company,  of  Greenwich, 
CT,  and  its  subsidiaries. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-214 

Decided:  June  24, 1981. 

W1336,  filed  May  22, 1981.  Applicant: 
ST.  PHILIP  TOWING  & 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  1305 
Shoreline  Drive,  P.O.  Box  5797,  Tampa, 
FL  33675.  Representative:  Michael 
Joseph,  1776  F  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 

DC  20006,  (202)  467-5900.  Transporting, 
by  water,  general  commodities,  by  non¬ 
self  propelled  vessels  with  the  use  of 
separate  towing  vessels,  and  by  towing 
vessels  in  the  performance  of  general 
towage,  (a)  between  ports  and  points 
along  the  Atlantic  Coast  and  tributary 
waterways,  and  (b)  between  ports  and 
points  along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  River 
and  tributary  waterways  (excluding  the 
Mississippi  River  above  Baton  Rouge, 

LA  and  the  Alabama  River  above 
Mobile,  AL),  and  (c)  between  ports  and 
points  named  in  (a)  above,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  and  points 
named  in  (b)  above. 

MC  42146  (Sub-32),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  A.  G.  BOONE  COMPANY, 
P.O.  Box  668126, 1812  W.  Morehead  St., 
Charlotte,  NC  28266.  Representative: 
Floyd  C.  Hartsell  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (704)  376-7533.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Keystone  Foods  Corporation  and  its 
subsidiaries  of  Bryn  Mawr,  PA. 

MC  111196  (Sub-32),  filed  June  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  KUNTZMAN,  INC., 
1805  W.  State  St„  Alliance,  OH  44601. 
Representative:  John  L.  Alden,  1396  W. 
Fifth  Ave.,  Columbus,  OH  43212,  (614) 
481-8821.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  OH. 

MC  154756  (Sub-1),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  GATEWAY  DELIVERY, 
INC.  1  Saratoga  Court.  Nanuet,  NY 
10954.  Representative:  Roy  A.  Jacobs, 
550  Mamaroneck  Ave.,  Harrison,  NY 
10528,  (914)  835-4411.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  a 
manufacturer  of  chemicals  and  plastics, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a 


continuing  contract(s)  with  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation,  of  Ardsley  NY. 

Note. — The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  of  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343  (A)  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary  to  the  Secretary's 
office.  In  order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority  please  submit  a  copy  of  the 
affidavit  or  proof  of  filing  the  application(s) 
for  common  control  to  team  4,  Room  5331. 

MC  156476,  filed  June  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  AL  E.  LITTLE  AND 
STEPHEN  K.  GINGER,  d.b.a.  G  &  L 
PRODUCE,  102  S.  Third,  P.O.  Box  229, 
Metropolis,  IL  62960.  Representative: 
Charles  H.  Wickman,  2  North  Riverside 
Plaza,  Suite  1435,  Chicago,  IL  60606, 

(312)  454-0220.  Transporting  food  and 
other  edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156486,  Filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  ARDIS  TRAVEL  AGENCY, 
INC.,  256  Park  Ave.,  East  Rutherford,  NJ 
07073.  Representative:  Robert  A. 

Ferraro,  50  Park  Place,  Rm.  1038, 

Newark,  NJ  07102,  (201)  622-6858.  To 
engage  in  operations,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  as  a  broker,  at  East 
Rutherford,  NJ,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers,be\ween  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156496,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  GERALD  ESSARY,  d.b.a. 
ESSARY  TRANSPORTS  Route  7,  Box 
138,  Corinth,  MS  38834.  Representative: 
John  Davidson,  Box  1456,  111  Hwy.  72 
West,  Corinth,  MS  38834,  (601)  287-5452. 
Transporting  petroleum,  natural  gas  and 
their  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Area  Petroleum  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Corinth,  MS. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-215 
Decided:  June  24, 1981. 

MC  110686  (Sub-68),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  McCORMICK  DRAY 
LINE,  INC.,  Rt.  #150,  Box  476,  Avis,  PA 
17721.  Representative:  David  A. 
Sutherlund,  1150  Connecticut  Ave., 

N.W.,  Suite  400,  Washington,  DC  20036, 
(202)  542-6800.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  and 
LA. 

MC  111936  (Sub-26),  filed  June  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  MURROW’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4095,  High 
Point,  NC  27263.  Representative:  Wilmer 
B.  Hill,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building, 
666 11th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 


20001,  (202)  628-9243.  Transporting  pulp, 
paper  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  Berrien  County,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NC. 

MC  117466  (Sub-1),  filed  June  12. 1981. 
Applicant:  HAST,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ROYAL 
MESSENGER  SERVICE,  9  Indian  Neck 
Ave.,  Branford,  CT  06405. 

Representative:  Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  410 
Asylum  St.,  Hartford,  CT  06103,  (203) 
728-0700.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  CT,  MA, 
and  RI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Philadelphia,  PA,  points  in  York, 
Cumberland,  Androscoggin,  Oxford, 
Kennebec,  Sagadahoc,  Lincoln,  Waldo, 
Knox,  and  Hancock  Counties,  ME,  and 
points  in  NY,  NJ,  CT,  MA,  RI,  NH.  and 
VT. 

MC  1140276  (Sub-5),  filed  June  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  LARRY  SCHEFUS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Route  1,  P.O.  Box  202, 
Redwood  Falls,  MN  56283. 
Representative:  James  B.  Hovland,  525 
Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  10  South  5th  St., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612)  340-0808. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Continental  Custom 
Bridge  Company,  of  Alexandria,  MN. 

MC  117746  (Sub-2),  filed  June  11. 1981, 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issued  of  March  9, 1981,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
VINCENT  J.  CICALESE,  12  Dorchester 
Ave.,  Cranford,  NJ  07016. 

Representative:  Vincent  J.  Cicalese 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (201)  272- 
4973.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  Newark,  NJ, 

Bp’ ‘  more,  MD,  Wilmington,  DE, 
Charleston,  SC,  and  Tampa,  FL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MA,  CT,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  VA,  WV,  OH.  NC, 
TN,  KY,  and  GA. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-220 

Decided:  June  26, 1981. 

MC  135556  (Sub-12),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  CARPENTER 
BROTHERS  TRUCKING  ING.  S.R.  98, 
Bucyrus,  OH  44820.  Representative: 
Raymond  R.  Carpenter  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (419)  562-7341.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Rail -Van  of  Bellevue,  Inc.,  of  Bellevue, 
OH. 

MC  140506  (Sub-1),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  SURRATT  FREIGHT  LINES. 
603  West  Third,  Beardstown,  IL  62618. 
Representative:  Robert  L.  Fishel  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (217)  323-2925. 
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Transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Peoria,  Tazwell, 
Mason,  Menard,  Sangamon, 

Montgomery,  Macoupin,  Jersey, 

Calhoun,  Pike,  Scott,  Morgan,  Adams, 
Brown,  Cass,  Schuyler,  Fulton, 
McDonough,  and  Hancock  Counties,  IL. 

MC  141326  (Sub-10),  filed  June  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  C.  C.  SALTER  d.b.a. 
SALTER  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O. 
Box  67,  Eufaula,  AL  36027. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Sweeney,  Jr., 
512  Massey  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203,  (205)  254-3880.  Transporting 
forest  products,  and  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  AL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  GA,  FL,  NC,  SC,  MS,  LA,  TX,  AR, 

KS,  MO,  TN,  KY,  OH,  IN,  IL,  MI,  WI, 
and  IA. 

MC  153196  (Sub-3),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  PRINCL  FREIGHTLINES, 
INC.,  1641  Carole  Lane,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54303.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley,  4506  Regent  St.,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705,  (608)  238-3119. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  household  products,  and 
personal  care  products,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Northern  Laboratories,  Inc.,  of 
Manitowoc,  WI. 

MC  154726,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  WALTER  M.  KOFOD,  d.b.a. 
THOR  KOFOD  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
757,  Rio  Vista,  CA  94571. 

Representative:  Daniel  W.  Baker,  100 
Pine  St.,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94111,  (415)  986-1414.  Transporting 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Carson 
Valley  Oil  Co.,  of  Carson  City,  NV. 

MC  156576  filed  June  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  ARKHOMA  TRANSPORTS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  733,  Perryton,  TX  79070. 
Representative:  G.  Timothy  Armstrong, 
200  North  Choctaw,  P.O.  Box  1124,  El 
Reno,  OK  73036,  (405)  262-1322. 
Transporting  salt  water  and  oil  field 
drilling  and  completion  fluids,  between 
points  in  Sherman,  Hansford,  Ochiltree, 
Lipscomb,  Hemphill,  Wheeler,  Roberts, 
Gray  and  Hutchinson  Counties:  TX, 
Cimarron,  Texas,  Beaver,  Harper,  Ellis, 
and  Roger  Mills  Counties,  OK;  and 
Finney,  Haskell,  Seward,  Morton, 
Meade,  Clark,  Stevens,  Stanton,  Grant, 
Hamilton,  and  Kearney  Counties,  KS. 

W  16  (Sub-12),  filed  May  19, 1981,  and 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  8, 1981.  Applicant: 
S.  C.  LOVELAND  CO.,  INC.,  520  So. 
Front  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19147. 
Representative:  Donald  Macleay, 
Commonwealth  Bldg.,  1625  K  St.,  N.W., 


Washington,  D.C.  20066,  (202)  393-3390. 
Transporting  by  water,  by  self-propelled 
vessels  and  non-self-propelled  vessels 
with  the  use  of  separate  towing  vessels 
in  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  generally  and  by  towing 
vessels  in  the  performance  of  general 
towage,  (1)  between  ports  and  points 
along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Coast  and  all 
tributary  waterways,  (2)  between  ports 
and  points  along  the  Pacific  Coast  and 
all  tributary  waterways,  (3)  between 
ports  and  points  in  (1)  above,  and  ports 
and  points  in  (2)  above,  and  (4)  between 
ports  and  points  in  (lj  and  (2)  above, 
and  ports  and  points  along  the  Atlantic 
Coast  and  all  tributary  waterways 
except  the  Hudson  River  above  the  Port 
of  New  York. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correctly  reflect  the  commodity 
description,  and  correct  sub  number. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-221 

Decided:  June  26, 1981. 

MC  26396  (Sub-401),  filed  June  10, 

1981.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Barbara  S.  George 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (406)  248- 
1919.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  118776  (Sub-74),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  GULLY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3820 
Wisman  Lane,  Quincy,  IL  62301. 
Representative:  LF.  Blackstun  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (217)  224-2685. 
Transporting  transportation  equipment, 
between  points  in  IL,  MI,  MO,  AND  TN. 

MC  120646  (Sub-31),  filed  June  10 1981. 
Applicant:  BRADLEY  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5875,  Asheville,  NC 
28803.  Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton, 
929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th  St., 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20004,  (232)  347- 
8862.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  VA,  NC,  bC,  GA,  AL, 
MS,  AR,  LA,  KY,  TN,  and  FL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  128436  (Sub-3),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  THOMAS  L.  QUINN,  P.O. 
Box  244.  Brockway,  PA  15824. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806 
Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  (412) 
281-9494.  Transporting  coal,  between 
points  in  Jefferson,  Elk,  Clarion, 
Armstrong,  Cameron,  Clinton,  Cambria, 
Clearfield,  Indiana  and  Centre  Counties, 
PA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  OH,  NY,  MD,  WV,  DE,  NJ,  VA, 
MA,  CT,  RI,  and  DC. 

MC  129226  (Sub-11),  filed  June  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  TO-JON  TRUCKING, 


INC.,  480  Brown  Court,  Oceanside,  NY 
11572.  Representative:  Eugene  M. 

Malkin,  Suite  1832,  2  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048,  (212)  466- 
0220.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Tractor 
Supply  Company,  Nashville,  TN. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-222 

Decided:  June  26, 1981. 

MC  134276  (Sub-2),  Bled  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  GUARDIAN  STORAGE, 

INC.,  4023  Navy  Blvd.,  Pensacola,  FL 
32507.  Representative:  Carroll  B. 

Jackson,  1810  Vincennes  Rd.,  Richmond, 
VA  23229,  (804)  282-3809.  Transporting 
household  goods,  between  points  in  AL, 
AR,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MO.  MS.  NC 
OK,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 

MC  151566  (Sub-3),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  PERRY  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
14375 172nd  Ave.,  Grand  Haven,  MI 
49417.  Representative:  Richard  O.  Peel 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (616)  842- 
3550.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Sealed 
Power  Corporation,  of  Muskegon,  Ml. 

MC  154266  (Sub-1),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  MICHAEL  G.  HANUS,  d.b.a. 
A  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  721, 
Valley,  NE  68064.  Representative: 
Marshall  D.  Becker,  Suite  610,  7171 
Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68106,  (402)  392- 
1220.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Campbell  Soup  Company,  of  Omaha, 

NE. 

MC  156566,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  GERALD  A.  HOOVER,  d.b.a. 
PHILLIPSBURG  TRUCK  LINE,  Rt.  1,  Box 
96,  Phillipsburg,  KS  6/661. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker,  641 
Harrison  St.,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS 
66601,  (913)  234-0565.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Holloway  Wholesale  Grocers,  Inc.,  of 
Beloit,  KS,  Gilpin-Gorton,  Inc.,  of 
Russell,  KS,  Van  Diest  Wholesale 
Grocers.  Inc.,  of  Prairie  View,  KS,  and  F 
&  A  Sales  Company,  of  Concordia,  KS. 

MC  154646  (Sub-6),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  O  ENTERPRISES,  INC., 
d.b.a.  GREATWEST 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  2022 
Kent  Ave.,  Grand  Island,  NE  68801. 
Representative:  Jack  L.  Shultz,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (402)  475-6761. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Plymouth 
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Manufacturing.  Inc.,  at  points  in  the  U.S.. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154646  (Sub-7),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  O  ENTERPRISES,  INC., 
d.b.a.  GREATWEST 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  2022 
Kent  Ave„  Grand  Island,  NE  68801. 
Representative:  Jack  L.  Shultz,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (402)  475-6761. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  Box  Elder  County,  UT.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AZ,  CA.  CO,  ID.  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR.  WA, 
and  WY. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19416  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-44 


[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-96F)] 

Burlington  Northern  Inc.— 
Discontinuance  of  Trackage  Rights — 
Over  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.  in  Des  Moines  County,  IA; 
Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  June  29, 1981,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission.  Review 
Board  Number  3,  stating  that  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 

Co. — Abandonment  Goshen.  360  LC.C. 

91  (1979),  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  of  trackage  rights  by  the 
Burlington  Northern  Inc.  over  a  line  of 
railroad  known  as  the  Burlington  to 
Mediapolis,  IA,  line  extending  from 
railroad  milepost  2.05  near  Burlington, 

IA,  to  railroad  milepost  15.51,  at  the  end 
of  the  line,  near  Mediapolis,  IA,  a 
distance  of  13.46  miles  in  Des  Moines 
County,  IA.  This  line  segment  is  owned 
by  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  and  BN  operated 
over  the  line  by  a  trackage  rights  / 
agreement  with  the  Rock  Island.  A 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permitting  discontinuance  of 
service  wa9  issued  to  the  Burlington 
Northern  Inc.  Since  no  investigation  was 
instituted,  the  requirement  of  Section 
1121.38(b)  of  the  Regulations  that 
publication  of  notice  of  abandonment 
decisions  in  the  Federal  Register  be 
made  only  after  such  a  decision 
becomes  administratively  final  was 
waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section 


1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such 
documents  shall  be  made  available 
during  regular  business  hours  at  a  time 
and  place  mutually  agreeable  to  the 
parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
applicant  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen 
Hanson,  Room  5417,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington. 

DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days  from 
publication  of  this  Notice.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  Section  1121.38(b)(2)  and  (3) 
of  the  Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is 
received,  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
abandonment  shall  become  effective  30 
days  from  the  service  date  of  the 
certificate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19562  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-44 

[Finance  Docket  No.  29587] 

Consolidated  Rail  Corporation- 
Abandonment — Of  51  Out-Of-Service 
Lines 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  The  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  (Conrail)  seeks  an 
exemption  under  49  U.S.C.  10505  from 
the  requirement  of  prior  approval  under 
49  U.S.C.  10903  for  the  abandonment  of 
51  line  segments  that  assertedly  have 
not  been  used  to  handle  traffic  for  at 
least  one  year.  These  segments  are 
located  in  Michigan,  Ohio.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Connecticut  and  are 
described  below.  Because  of  the 
relatively  broad  scope  of  the  request,  we 
are  soliciting  public  comment  before 
considering  the  merits  of  the  proposed 
exemption. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  with 
30  days  after  this  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to: 

(1)  Section  of  Finance,  Room  5414, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  DC  20423 

and 

(2)  Petitioner's  representative:  Charles  E. 
Mecham,  1138  Six  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19104. 

Comments  should  refer  to  Finance 

Docket  No.  29587. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ellen  D.  Hanson,  202-275-7245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Included 
in  the  abandonment  proposal  are  51 


separate  line  segments  listed  on 
Conrail's  1979  System  Diagram  Map  as 
category  1  lines.1  Conrail  states  that  no 
traffic  has  been  handled  on  any  of  the 
lines  for  at  least  one  year.  Conrail 
knows  of  no  demand  for  service  during 
that  period  and  does  not  believe  there  is 
any  prospect  for  generating  traffic  on 
any  of  the  lines  in  the  future.  Petitioner 
states  that  abandonment  will  have  no 
effect  on  its  operations  or  on  its  ability 
to  provide  service  on  other  lines.  On  the 
other  hand,  Conrail  believes  that  it 
would  obtain  substantial  benefits  from 
abandonment.  A  grant  of  the  exemption 
would  permit  it  to  salvage  rail  and  other 
materials  for  use  elsewhere  in  its  system 
and  to  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of  its 
underlying  rights-of-way. 

Although  Conrail  believes  that  there 
would  be  no  public  harm  if  it  abandoned 
the  lines,  it  is  nevertheless  willing  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  49 
U.S.C.  10905(d) — (f]  [continuation  of 
operations  under  a  subsidy  agreement|. 

It  believes  that  the  preparation  and 
processing  of  separate  abandonment 
applications  would  involve  an 
unreasonable  administrative  burden, 
serve  no  useful  purpose,  and  would  be 
unnecessary  to  carry  out  the  rail 
transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101a 
or  to  protect  shippers  from  the  abuse  of 
market  power. 

These  are  the  Conrail  line  segments 
embraced  in  the  proposal: 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #1.  A 
portion  of  the  Kankakee  Branch,  from 
Moronts  (milepost  186.0)  to  Howe 
(milepost  188.3),  in  Bureau  County,  IL. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #9.  A 
portion  of  the  New  Albany  Running 
Branch,  from  milepost  0.0  at  Clarksville, 
in  Clark  County.  IN  to  milepost  4.6,  at 
New  Albany,  in  Floyd  County,  IN. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #10.  The 
Applegate  Branch,  from  milepost  105.7 
at  Jefferson  to  milepost  107.2  at  the  tract 
terminus,  in  Clark  County.  IN. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #11.  A 
portion  of  the  Cincinnati-lndianapolis 
Mainline,  from  milepost  23.0  at  Sunman. 
in  Ripley  County,  IN,  to  milepost  39.7  at 
Thatcher  Glass,  in  Dearborn  County,  IN. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #13.  A 
portion  of  the  GR&I  Branch  from 
milepost  172.9  at  Vicksburg  to  milepost 
178.4  at  Austin  Lake,  in  Kalamazoo 
County.  MI. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #17.  A 
portion  of  the  Lytle  Running  Track  from 

1  A  52nd  tine  embraced  in  Conrail's  original 
petition,  the  "Orange  Avenue  Branch"  in  Cleveland. 
OH  (System  Diagram  Map  No.  22)  was  considered 
separately  at  Conrail's  request  in  Finance  Docket 
No.  29587  (Sub-1).  See  notice  served  June  17, 1961  in 
that  proceeding. 
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milepost  0.7  to  milepost  3.5  in  the  City  of 
Dayton,  OH. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #18.  A 
portion  of  the  former  Erie-Lackawanna 
main  line  from  milepost  51.0  at  Lima  to 
milepost  43.0  at  West  Harrod,  in  Allen 
County,  OH. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #19.  A 
portion  of  the  Carey  Secondary  Track,  • 
from  milepost  41.7  at  Berwick,  in  Seneca 
County,  OH  to  milepost  48.5  at  Carey,  in 
Wyandot  County,  OH. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #23.  A 
portion  of  the  Sharon  Branch,  from 
milepost  1.3  at  Hubbard  to  milepost  4.9 
at  Bentley,  in  Trumbull  County,  OH. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #24.  A 
portion  of  the  Castle  Secondary  track, 
from  milepost  51.3  at  Castle,  in 
Lawrence  County,  PA  to  milepost  66.0  at 
Wheatland,  in  Mercer  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #25.  A 
portion  of  the  Ferrona  Secondary  Track, 
from  milepost  1.4  near  Sharon  to 
milepost  5.1  near  Wheatland  and  from 
milepost  0.3  at  Sharon  to  milepost  0.9 
near  Sharon,  in  Mercer  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #26.  A 
portion  of  the  Hill  Industrial  Track,  from 
milepost  0.0  near  Sharon,  to  milepost  1.3 
at  Sharpsville,  in  Mercer  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #27.  A 
portion  of  the  Wheatland  Secondary 
Track,  from  milepost  79.0  at  Sharpsville 
to  milepost  81.4  at  Transfer,  in  Mercer 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *28.  A 
portion  of  the  Wheatland  Secondary 
Track,  from  milepost  84.0  at  Greenville 
to  milepost  89.6  at  Jamestown,  in  Mercer 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #31.  A 
portion  of  the  Reno  Industrial  Track, 
from  milepost  79.9  near  Franklin  to 
milepost  81.9,  at  Reno,  in  Venango 
County,  PA. 

— rSystem  Diagram  Map  line  #33.  A 
portion  of  the  Bedford  Secondary  Track, 
from  milepost  46.5  at  Bedford  to 
milepost  51.0  at  Napier,  in  Bedford 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #34.  A 
portion  of  theCatawissa  Branch,  from 
milepost  173.6  near  White  Deer,  in 
Union  County,  PA  to  milepost  182.2  at 
Montgomery,  in  Lycoming  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #35.  A 
portion  of  the  Shamokin,  Sunbury  and 
Lewisburg  Branch,  from  milepost  156.3 
at  Sunbury,  in  Snyder  County,  PA  to 
milepost  161.4  at  Winfield,  in  Union 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #36.  A 
portion  of  the  Watsontown  Secondary 
Track  from  milepost  14.2  at  Derry  to 
milepost  38.5  at  Berwick,  in  Columbia 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #37.  A 
portion  of  the  Scranton  Branch,  from 


milepost  2.6  to  milepost  3.7  in  the  City  of 
Scranton,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *40.  A 
portion  of  the  Laurel  Branch,  from 
milepost  0.0  at  Wilkes-Barre  to  milepost 
12.4  at  Pittston,  in  Luzerne  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #41.  The 
Cresco  and  Mountain  Home  Branch, 
from  milepost  0.0  at  Cresco  to  milepost 
1.0  at  Mountain  Home,  in  Monroe 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #42.  A 
portion  of  the  Nazareth  Industrial  Track, 
from  milepost  96.6  at  Bellfast  Junction  to 
milepost  103.2,  at  Penn  Argyl  Junction,  in 
Northampton  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #43.  A 
portion  of  the  Nazareth  Industrial  Track, 
from  milepost  104.7  at  Carlon  to 
milepost  106.5,  at  Nazareth,  in 
Northampton  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #44.  A 
portion  of  the  Catasauqua  &  Fogelsville 
Bridge  Branch,  from  milepost  0.1  at 
Catasauqua  to  milepost  2.5  at  Seiple,  in 
Lehigh  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #45.  A 
portion  of  the  Traylor  Industrial  Track, 
from  milepost  0.0  at  Burn  to  milepost  1.5 
at  the  Traylor  Engineering  facility,  in 
Lehigh  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #46.  A 
portion  of  the  Allentown  Industrial 
track,  from  milepost  20.8  to  milepost 
22.5,  in  Allentown,  in  Lehigh  County. 

PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #47.  A 
portion  of  the  Pottstown  Secondary 
Track,  from  milepost  43.3  at  Stowe,  in 
Montgomery  County.  PA  to  milepost  48.0 
at  Birdsboro,  in  Berks  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #48.  The 
New  Holland  Secondary  Track  from  its 
terminus  in  Chester  Ccounty,  PA  at 
milepost  17.6  to  milepost  20.2  near 
Honeybrook,  in  Lancaster  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *49.  A 
portion  of  the  Phoenixville  Branch,  from 
milepost  33.0  at  Pennhurst,  in 
Montgomery  County,  PA  to  milepost  36.0 
at  Parkerford,  in  Chester  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #50.  A 
portion  of  the  Chester  Creek  Secondary 
Track,  from  milepost  0.0  at  Lamokin  to 
milepost  0.5  at  Upland,  in  Delaware 
County.  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #51.  A 
portion  of  the  60th  Street  Branch,  from 
milepost  0.0  at  Brills  to  milepost  1.2  at 
Passayunk  Avenue,  in  Philadelphia 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #52.  A 
portion  of  the  Cardington  Branch,  from 
milepost  6.5  at  Newton  Square  Branch 
Junction,  in  Chester  County,  PA  to 
milepost  8.8.  at  Millboume  Mills,  in 
Montgomery  County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #53.  A 
portion  of  the  Franford  Insustrial  Track. 


from  milepost  0.0  at  Whitaker  Avenue  to 
milepost  10.7  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia. 
PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *54.  A 
portion  of  the  former  Erie-Lackawanna 
Bearlake  Line,  from  milepost  47.3  at 
Niobe,  in  Chautauqua  County,  NY  to 
milepost  56.3  at  Columbus,  in  Warren 
County,  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *55.  The 
Wurlitzer  Running  Track,  from  milepost 
0.0  at  North  Tona wanda  to  milepost  1.0. 
near  North  Tonawanda.  in  Niagara 
County,  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *56.  A 
portion  of  the  Lockport  Branch  from 
milepost  448.5  at  North  Tonawanda 
Junction  to  milepost  442.6  at 
Williamsville.  in  Erie  County.  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *57.  A 
portion  of  the  Lowerton  Branch,  from 
milepost  0.0  at  North  Tonawanda  to 
milepost  24.5,  near  Lockport.  in  Niagara 
County,  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *60.  A 
portion  of  the  Horseheads  Branch,  from 
milepost  0.0  at  Elmira  to  milepost  5.1 
near  Horseheads.  in  Chemung  County. 
NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #61.  A 
portion  of  the  Syracuse  Branch,  from 
milepost  202.8  at  Chenango  Forks  to 
milepost  211.5  at  Whitney  Point,  in 
Broome  County.  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *62.  A 
portion  of  the  Wallkill  Valley  Branch, 
from  milepost  0.0  at  Kingston  to 
milepost  14.9  at  New  Paltz,  in  Ulster 
County,  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *63.  A 
portion  of  the  Putnam  Industrial  Track, 
from  milepost  15.0  at  Chauncy  to 
milepost  20.7  at  Eastview,  in 
Westchester  County,  NY. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *64.  A 
portion  of  the  Hudson  Branch  from 
milepost  21.0  at  Warwick,  in  Orange 
County,  NY  to  milepost  34.6  at  Franklin, 
in  Sussex  County.  NJ. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #65.  A 
portion  of  the  Mt.  Hope  Mineral  RR. 
from  milepost  0.5  at  Wharton  to 
milepost  3.2  at  ML  Hope,  ia Morris 
County,  NJ. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *66.  A 
portion  of  the  Old  Road  Branch,  from 
milepost  79.3  at  Delaware,  in  Warren 
County,  NJ  to  milepost  80.5  at  State  Line, 
in  Northampton  County.  PA. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  *67.  A 
portion  of  the  Ingersol  Branch,  from 
milepost  0.0  at  Rand  to  milepost  0.7  at 
Phillipsburg.  in  Warren  County.  NJ. 

—System  Diagram  Map  line  *68.  A 
portion  of  the  West  Newark  Branch, 
from  milepost  0.0  at  Hunter  to  milepost 
1.7  at  West  Newark,  in  Essex  County. 

NJ. 
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— System  Diagram  Map  line  #69.  A 
portion  of  the  Newark  &  New  York 
Industrial  Track  from  milepost  4.7  at  the 
Passaic  River  to  milepost  5.0  at  Newark 
Transfer,  in  Hudson  County,  NJ. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #73.  A 
portion  of  the  Southern  Branch,  from 
milepost  79.0  at  Woodmansie,  in 
Burlington  County,  NJ  to  milepost  104.2 
at  Winslow  Junction,  in  Camden  County, 

NJ. 

— System  Diagram  Map  line  #74.  A 
portion  of  the  Canal  Secondary  Track, 
from  milepost  0.0  to  milepost  1.1,  in  the 
City  of  New  Haven,  CT. 

Comments  Received 

At  the  time  the  petition  was  received, 
the  Energy  and  Environment  Branch 
determined  that  there  was  insufficient 
information  upon  which  to  make  any 
determination  as  to  energy  and 
environmental  impacts.  Nevertheless, 
agencies  in  affected  States  were  notified 
of  the  substance  of  the  petition  and 
invited  to  respond. 

Comments  have  been  received  from 
the  City  of  Lima,  OH;  the  City  of  Kenton, 
OH;  Ohio  Rail  Transportation  Authority; 
State  of  Ohio  Public  Utilities 
Commission;  New  York  Department  of 
Transportation;  New  York  Department 
of  Environmental  Conservation; 

Cortland  County,  NY;  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Transportation;  New 
Jersey  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection;  Board  of  Chosen  Freeholders 
of  Burlington  County,  NJ;  Lehigh,  Erie  & 
Wallkill  System;  Morris  County,  NJ; 
Railway  Labor  Executives’  Association; 
United  Transportation  Union;  U.S. 
Representative  Benjamin  A.  Gilman,  and 
U.S.  Representative  Jim  Courter.  These 
comments  will  be  considered  along  with 
any  comments  received  pursuant  to  this 
notice. 

In  light  of  the  findings  of  the 
Environment  and  Energy  Branch  that 
insufficient  information  has  been 
presented  to  assess  energy  and 
environmental  impacts  of  the  proposal, 
Conrail  is  requested  to  provide  sufficient 
information  on  these  matters.  (Conrail 
may  contact  the  Commission’s  Energy 
and  Environment  Branch  at  202-275- 
7916  if  you  should  have  any  questions 
about  this  matter.)  Also,  in  view  of  the 
broad  scope  of  Conrad's  petition  for 
exemption,  we  here  request  the 
participation  and  comments  of  affected 
industries,  individuals,  and  public 
agencies.  Comments  are  due  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  After 
receipt  and  consideration  of  the  views 
of  all  interested  persons,  we  will  act 
upon  Conrad's  petition. 

(49  U.S.C.  10505  and  5  U.S.C.  553,  559.) 


Dated:  ]une  24, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19460  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-O1-M 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 


maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  is  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

All  status  inquiries  should  be  directed 
to  202-275-7326. 

Note. — AH  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPl-186 

Decided:  June  24, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  35320  (Sub-661),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant) 
(806)  745-7263.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Port  of 
Seattle,  of  Seattle,  WA. 

MC  87451  (Sub-7),  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  CARGO  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
91  Mountain  Road,  Burlington,  MA 
01803.  Representative:  Samuel  A. 
Bithoney,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (617)  628-1600.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Acorn  Structures,  Inc.,  of  Acton,  MA. 

MC  111611  (Sub-57),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  NOERR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  205  Washington  Ave., 
Lewistown,  PA  17044.  Representative: 
Ronald  C.  Chauvel,  100  Pine  St.,  Ste 
2550,  San  Francisco,  CA  94111,  (415) 
986-1414.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  of 
Alumacraft  Boat  Company  at  points  in 
the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  117820  (Sub-42),  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  W.  H.  FROH,  INC., 
57760  Main  Blvd.,  New  Haven,  MI  48948. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Schuler,  100 
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West  Long  Lake  Rd.,  Suite  102, 

Bloomfield  Hills,  MI  48013,  (313)  645- 
9600.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  135170  (Sub-60),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
ASSOCIATES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188. 
Federalsburg,  MD  21832.  Representative: 
James  C.  Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  St... 
Chicago,  IL  60602,  (312)  236-5944. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
containers,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Universal  Packaging,  Inc.  of  Concord, 

NH. 

MC  135691  (Sub-66),  filed  June  18, 

1981.  Applicant:  DALLAS  CARRIERS 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  38528,  Dallas,  TX 
75228.  Representative:  Robert  L.  Baker, 
Sixth  Floor,  United  American  Bank, 
Nashville,  TN  37219.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  Palmerton,  PA,  points  in  NJ  and 
Ashtabula  County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  136220  (Sub-91),  filed  June  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  SULLIVAN’S 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2164,  Ponca  City,  OK  74601. 
Representative:  James  W.  Hightower, 
First  Continental  Bank  Bldg.,  Suite  301, 
5801  Marvin  D.  Love  Freeway,  Dallas, 
TX,  (214)  339-4108.  Transporting 
machinery  and  transportation 
equipment,  between  points  in  Kay 
County.  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  CA,  CO,  KS,  LA, 

MS,  NE.  NM.  MT,  ND,  ID,  UT,  TX.  and 
WY. 

MC  140201  (Sub-8),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  SONELL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9054, 
Lester,  PA  19113.  Representative: 
Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1100  Investment 
Bldg.,  1511  K  St.  NW„  Washington.  DC 
20005,  (202)  783-7900.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  the 
facilities  used  by  Hershey  Foods 
Corporation  at  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  and  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 
MO.  AR.  and  TX. 

MC  143061  (Sub-17),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  ELECTRIC 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  528,  Eden, 
NC  27288.  Representative:  Archie  W. 
Andrews  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(919)  623-9106.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S^ 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Carrier  Service  of  Anaheim, 
CA. 

MC  145010  (Sub-2),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  WAYNE  EXPRESS,  INC.,  200 


Circle  Ave..  Clifton,  NJ  07011. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904,  (201)  572-5551.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between 
Rochester  and  New  York,  NY,  Boston, 
MA,  Pittsburgh  and  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Cincinnati,  OH,  and  Virginia  Beach,  VA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT.  DE.  IL.  IN,  MD.  MA.  NJ. 

NY.  OH.  PA,  RI.  VA.  and  DC. 

MC  146281  (Sub-11),  filed  June  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  SILVER  FLEET 
EXPRESS.  INC,  4521  Rutledge  Pike. 
Knoxville,  TN  37914.  Representative: 
Henry  E.  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425 13th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004, 
(202)  347-8862.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
paints,  chemicals,  and  related  products, 
between  Dayton,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  GA.  KY, 
LA,  MS,  NC,  and  TN. 

MC  147140  (Sub-1),  filed  June  10. 1981. 
Applicant:  MT.  HOOD  TIMBER 
PRODUCTS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  17370, 
Portland,  OR  97217.  Representative:  Lex 
F.  Page,  One  Southwest  Columbia,  Suite 
800,  Portland,  OR  97258,  (503)  222-1422. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (2)  machinery,  (3)  building 
materials,  and  (4)  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  CA.  ID,  NV.  OR,  UT,  and  WA. 

MC  148230  (Sub-2),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  J  &  H  GRAIN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
98,  Thayer,  KS  66776.  Representative: 
Clyde  N.  Christey.  KS  Credit  Union 
Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite  110L,  Topeka,  KS 
66612,  (913)  233-9629.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  W-G 
Fertilizer,  Inc.,  of  Thayer.  KS. 

MC  149591  (Sub-4),  filed  June  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  VALLEY  EXPRESS,  INC.. 

P.O.  Box  68,  Glyndon.  MN  56547. 
Representative:  Richard  P.  Anderson, 

502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126,  (701)  235-4487.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Missouri  Valley  Foods.  Inc.  of 
Omaha,  NE. 

MC  152430  (Sub-2),  filed  June  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  A.  J.  THOMAS  &  SON.  INC., 
840  S.  Front,  Coos  Bay,  OR  97420. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  NW.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210, 
(503)  226-3755.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  OR. 
WA,  and  CA. 

MC  154281,  filed  February  9, 1961,  and 
previously  noticed  in  Federal  Register 
issue  of  March  12, 1981.  Applicant: 


SAMMONS  BEST  WAY  PARCEL 
SERVICE,  INC.  1051  Judson  St., 
Bensenville,  IL  60166.  Representative: 
Irwin  D.  Rozner,  134  North  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago.  IL  60602,  (312)  782-8937. 
Transporting  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  printed  matter,  and 
containers,  between  points  in  IL.  ML 
WI.  MN.  OH.  KY.  IN.  and  IA. 

Note. — This  republication  includes 
containers  in  the  commodity  description. 

MC  155111  (Sub-1),  filed  June  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  RESOURCE  TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES,  INC.,  6  Berkeley  Rd..  Devon. 
PA  19333.  Representative:  Michael  R. 
Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd.. 
Fairfield,  NJ  07006,  (201)  575-7700. 
Transporting  waste  and  scrap  materials, 
and  hazardous  waste,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  Condition:  To  the  extent  that 
the  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
authorizes  the  transportation  of 
hazardous  waste,  it  will  expire  5  years 
from  the  date  of  issuance. 

MC  155941  (Sub-1),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  DROKE  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  No.  1. 
Hornersville,  MO  63885.  Representative: 
E.  Lewis  Coffey.  26  Kingspark  Drive, 
Maumelle,  AR  72118,  (501)  851-3208. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products. 
between  Galveston,  TX.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TX 
OK,  KS.  NE.  SD.  ND.  CO.  MN.  IA.  MO. 
AR,  TN,  KY.  IL,  IN.  WI.  and  OH. 

MC  156540,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  DAVID  F.  HARRIS  and 
RICHARD  J.  DIKEMAN,  d.b.a.  J  AND  R 
TRANSPORTATION,  1354  Via  Verde. 
San  Dimas,  CA  91733  (P.O.  Box  404, 
LaVeme,  CA  91750).  Representative: 
Milton  W.  Flack,  8383  Wilshire  Blvd., 
Suite  900,  Beverely  Hills.  CA  90211.  (213) 
655-3573.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Carrier  Service,  of  Anaheim, 
CA. 

MC  156550,  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  JERRY  NICHOLAS,  d.b.a. 
QUICK  TRANSFER  COMPANY.  P.O. 
Box  11362,  Wichita,  KS  67211. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker,  641 
Harrison  St.,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS 
66601.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  betwen  points  in 
McPherson,  Harvey  and  Sedgwick 
Counties,  KS. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-110 
Decided:  June  22. 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  1. 
Members  Parker.  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 
(Member  Chandler  not  participating.) 
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MC  61502  (Sub-13),  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  WM.  McCULLOUGH 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1130 
U.S.  Highway  No.  1,  Elizabeth,  NJ  07201. 
Representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
7th  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10123,  212-239- 
4610.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Baltimore,  MD,  New  York,  NY, 
Boston,  MA,  Philadelphia,  PA,  and 
Portsmouth,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  WV,  VT,  ME,  NH, 
and  KY. 

MC  119552  (Sub-16),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  T.  L.,  INC.,  200  Whitehall 
St.,  Providence,  RI 02909. 

Representative:  Robert  L.  Cope,  1730  M 
St.  NW.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  202-296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
McQuay-Norris,  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis,  MO, 
and  SKF  Industries,  Inc.,  of  King  of 
Prussia,  PA. 

MC  121592  (Sub-3),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  TULLAHOMA  FREIGHT 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  717,  Tullahoma,  TN 
37388.  Representative:  James  Clarence 
Evans,  1800  Third  National  Bank 
Building,  Nashville,  TN  37219.  (1) 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  in  the  distilling, 
packaging,  and  distribution  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  between  points  in  Moore  and 
Coffee  Counties,  TN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  (2) 
over  regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Nashville, 
Tullahoma  and  Lynchburg,  TN:  from 
Nashville  over  U.S.  Hwy  70  south  to 
junction  TN  Hwy  53,  then  over  TN  Hwy 
53  to  junction  TN  Hwy  55,  then  over  TN 
Hwy  55  to  Tullahoma,  TN,  then  over  TN 
Hwy  55  to  Lynchburg,  TN,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  (a)  From  Nashville 
over  U.S.  Hwy  41-A  to  Tullahoma,  TN, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (b)  from 
Nashville,  TN,  over  Interstate  Hwy  24  to 
junction  TN  Hwy  55  at  or  near 
Manchester,  TN,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (c)  from  Nashville,  TN,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  24  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
231  at  or  near  Murfreesboro,  TN,  and 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  231  to  Shelbyville, 
TN,  and  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  41-A  to 
Tullahoma,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Parts  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  to  be  used  as 
alternate  routes.  Condition:  Issuance  of 
this  certificate  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  at  applicant's 
request,  of  applicant’s  certificate  of 
Registration  in  MC-121592,  issued 
November  18, 1971. 

MC  130523,  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  LEE  GROVES,  d.b.a.  LEE’S 
MOTOR  TOURS,  Route  98  and  County 


32,  P.O.  Box  560,  Point  Clear,  AL  36564. 
Representative:  Lee  Groves  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (205)  928-1600.  To 
operate  as  a  broker,  at  Point  Clear,  AL, 
in  arranging  for  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  136512  (Sub-21),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  SPACE  CARRIERS,  INC.,  444 
Lafayette  Road,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101. 
Representative:  James  E.  Ballenthin,  630 
Osborn  Building,  St.  Paul,  MN  55102, 

(612)  227-7731.  Transporting  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  between 
Minneapolis,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  150573  (Sub-5),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  BEN  KENNEDY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Weston  Road,  P.O. 

Box  13,  Preston,  GA  31824. 
Representative:  C.  E.  Walker,  P.O.  Box 
1085,  Columbus,  GA  31902,  (404)  323- 
2416.  Transporting  (1)  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Taylor,  Hamilton,  Jackson,  Santa  Rosa, 
Polk,  Hillsborough  and  Levy  Counties, 

FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA  and  AL;  (2)  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  / 
Edgecombe,  Wake  and  Cumberland 
Counties,  NC,  and  Kershaw,  Darlington, 
Calhoun  and  Hampton  Counties,  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  FL,  GA  and  AL,  and  (3)  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  Jefferson  County,  AL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA. 

MC  152962  filed  June  8, 1981. 

Applicant:  MILMOE-MAXEY 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  MAXI 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  9245  Reseda 
Blvd.,  Northridge,  CA  91324. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90211,  213-655-3573.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  AZ,  CA, 

CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR,  TX,  UT,  WA, 
and  WY.  Condition:  To  the  extent  any 
certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  in 
point  of  time  to  a  period  expiring  5  years 
from  its  date  of  issuance. 

MC  153662,  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  EQUINE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  978 11th  Ave.,  NW„ 
New  Brighton,  MN  55112. 
Representative:  James  Stepaniak  (same 
as  applicant),  (612)  636-4872. 
Transporting  livestock,  other  than 
ordinary,  including  race  and  show 
horses,  ponies  and  mules,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  used  in  the  care  and 
showing  of  such  animals,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 


MC  156432,  filed  June  9, 1981 
Applicant:  SELWAY  CORPORATION, 
Stevensville,  MT  59870.  Representative: 
William  E.  Seliski,  P.O.  Box  8255, 
Missoula,  MT  59807,  406-543-8369. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  WA,  OR, 

ID,  and  MT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  WY,  UT,  CO,  ND, 
and  MT,  and  (2)  metal  products  (a 
between  points  in  WA,  OR,  MT,  ID,  and 
WY,  and  (b)  between  points  in  WA,  OR, 
MT,  ID,  and  WY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  NV,  UT,  CO, 
ND,  and  SD. 
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Decided:  June  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

FF  353  (Sub-3),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  AFI  WORLDWIDE 
FORWARDERS,  5725  Paradise  Drive, 
Corte  Madera,  CA  94925. 

Representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter, 

1700  K  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006, 
202-833-8884.  As  a  freight  forwarder,  in 
connection  with  the  transportation  of 
used  household  goods,  unaccompanied 
baggage,  and  used  automobiles, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AK. 

MC  134592  (Sub-27),  filed  June  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  H  &  H  TRUCKING  CO., 
5205  NW  242nd  Avenue,  Hillsboro,  OR 
97123.  Representative:  Herb  Moore 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (503)  285- 
5218.  Transporting  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products  between  points  in  King 
and  Snohomish  Counties,  WA  and 
Multnomah  Counties,  OR,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA, 

NV  and  AZ. 

MC  139923  (Sub-85),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  105  South  8th  Street,  Stroud, 
OK  74079.  Representative:  Daniel  O. 
Hands,  Suite  200-A,  205  West  Touhy 
Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068,  (312)  698- 
2235.  Transporting:  (1)  general 
commodities,  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK,  and  TX,  (2)  food  and  related 
products  between  points  in  Washoe 
County,  NV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ,  CA,  OR,  and 
WA,  and  (3)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  bakery  supply 
companies  between  Kansas  City,  KS, 
and  points  in  Cook  County,  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  140633  (Sub-5),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  CAPITAL  DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  161115, 
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Sacramento,  CA  95816.  Representative: 
John  F.  Parks  III  (same  address  as 
applicant),  916-929-9458.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  cleaning  compounds  and  household 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Amway  Corporation,  of  Santa  Ana,  CA. 

MC  144643  (Sub-16),  filed  June  17, 

1981.  Applicant:  VINGI  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  28  Oakdale  Ave., 
Johnston,  RI 02919.  Representative: 
William  F.  Poole,  41  Bea  Drive,  North 
Kingstown,  RI  02852,  401-884-7292. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  National 
Beef  Packing  Company,  of  Liberal,  KS. 

MC  145793  (Sub-2),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  EMBERS  EXPRESS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  937, 
Lake  City,  SC  29560.  Representative: 

Kim  D.  Mann,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 

Suite  1010,  Washington,  DC  20014,  301- 
986-1410.  Transporting  metal  products 
and  food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  Florence  County,  SC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MA. 
MS,  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI, 
TN,  TX,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 

MC  146402  (Sub-36),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  CONALCO 
CONTRACT  CARRIER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
968,  Jackson,  TN  38301.  Representative: 
Charles  W.  Teske  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (901)  423-2408.  Transporting 
(1)  lumber  and  wood  products, 
chemicals  and  related  products,  and 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  Vinton 
County,  OH,  and  Nicholas  County,  WV, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.,  (2)  food  and  related 
products  between  points  in  St.  Landry 
and  St.  Martin  Parishes,  LA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  151193  (Sub-8),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  PAULS  TRUCKING 
CORPORATION,  3  Commerce  Drive, 
Cranford,  NJ  07016.  Representative: 
Michael  A.  Beam  (same  address  as 
applicant),  201-499-3869.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  in  the  printing  and  publishing 
industry,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Commerce  Clearing  House,  Inc.,  of 
Clark,  NJ. 

MC  151193  (Sub-11),  filed  June  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  PAULS  TRUCKING 
CORPORATION,  3  Commerce  Drive, 
Cranford,  NJ  07016.  Representative: 
Michael  A.  Beam  (same  address  as 
applicant),  201-499-3869.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 


and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Intercon  Company,  of  Carteret,  NJ. 

MC  152153  (Sub-2),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MOREAUX  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  362,  China, 
TX  77613.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  605  McLachien  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
11th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001, 
202-628-9243.  Transporting  chemicals 
and  related  products  and  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in 
Orange  County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Harris  and 
Galveston  Counties,  TX,  and  Calcasieu 
Parish,  LA. 

MC  155223  (Sub-1),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  HIGHWAY  EXPRESS,  INC., 
5742  West  Maryland,  Glendale,  AZ 
85301.  Representative:  Robert  Fuller, 
13215  E.  Penn  St.,  Suite  310,  Whittier,  CA 
90602,  213-945-3002.  Transporting 
machinery,  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  textile  mill  products,  and 
metal  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Badger  Meter,  Inc.,  of  Milwaukee,  WI. 

MC  156583,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALLISON  LEASING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  166,  Cleveland,  GA  30528. 
Representative:  Jeffrey  W.  Kohlman, 
Fifth  Floor,  Lenox  Towers  S.,  3390 
Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326, 
404-262-7855.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Dak  Foods,  Inc.,  of  East  Brunswick,  N.J. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-114 

Decided:  June  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 
(Members  Chandler  and  Fortier  not 
participating.) 

MC  77972  (Sub-50),  filed  May  8, 1981, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  June  8, 1981,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
MERCHANTS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  908,  New  Albany,  MS  38652. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Morrison, 

P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS  39205,  (601) 
948-8820.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in 
Lauderdale  and  Scott  Counties,  MS,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AK,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  DE,  HI.  ID,  IA, 
KS,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MT.  NE, 
NV,  NH.  NJ,  NM,  NY,  ND,  OH,  OK,  OR, 
PA,  RI,  SD,  UT.  VT,  VA,  WA,  WV,  WI, 
WY,  and  DC. 

Note. — Applicant  indicates  intention  to 
tack  this  authority  with  its  regular  route 
authority  in  its  Base  Certificate  and  Sub  Nos. 
4, 12, 13, 15, 17,  22,  28,  29  and  30.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  cite  the  correct 


Subnumbers  being  tacked  with  its  regular 
route  authority. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-102 

Decided:  June  25. 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Carleton.  Fisher,  and  Williams. 
(Member  Williams  not  participating.) 

MC  7205  (Sub-7),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  POZZI  BROTHERS 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  21441  76th 
St.,  South.  Kent,  WA  98031. 
Representative:  Michael  A.  Jonson.  300 
Central  Bldg.,  Seattle.  WA  98104,  (206) 
624-2521.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  WA. 

MC  15975  (Sub-50),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  BUSKE  LINES,  INC.,  123  W. 
Tyler  Ave.,  Litchfield,  IL  62056. 
Representative:  Howard  H.  Buske  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (217)  324-2141. 
Transporting  transportation  equipment 
between  Detroit,  MI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Boone 
County,  IL  and  New  Castle  County,  DE. 

MC  43685  (Sub-28),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  MERCER  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  11585, 
Spokane,  WA  99211.  Representative: 
Dwight  D.  Dively  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (509)  535-3597.  Transporting 
metal  products,  (1)  between  points  in 
UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MT,  OR.  WA,  and  Benewah, 
Bonner,  Boundary,  Clearwater,  Idaho, 
Kootenai,  Latah,  Lewis,  Nez  Perce,  and 
Shoshone  Counties.  ID.  and  (2)  between 
points  in  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OR.  WA,  and 
Benewah,  Bonner,  Boundary, 

Clearwater,  Idaho.  Kootenai.  Latah. 
Lewis.  Nez  Perce,  and  Shoshone 
Counties,  ID. 

MC  76065  (Sub-35),  filed  June  16. 1961. 
Applicant:  EHRLICH-NEWMARK 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  505  West  37  St- 
New  York,  NY  10018.  Representative: 
Michael  R.  Werner.  P.O.  Box  1409. 167 
Fairfield  Rd.,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006,  (201) 
575-7700.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
department  stores,  between  points  in 
NY,  NJ.  DE.  PA.  MD.  VA,  WV,  NC,  FL. 
SC,  GA,  AL  and  DC. 

MC  106074  (Sub-180),  filed  June  16. 
1981.  Applicant:  B  AND  P  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  Shiloh  Rd.  and  U.S.  Hwy 
221,  S,  Forest  City,  NC  28043. 
Representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver.  P.O. 
Box  720434,  Atlanta,  GA  30328.  (404) 
256-4320.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  iti  CA.  OR. 
and  ID,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  NC  and  SC. 

MC  112435  (Sub-6),  filed  June  16. 1961. 
Applicant:  L  D.  SMOCK  AND  E.  G. 
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SMOCK,  d.b.a.  D.  &  L.  E.  TRANSIT  CO., 
1502  Augusta  St.,  Zanesville,  OH  43701. 
Representative:  James  M.  Burtch,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
228-1541.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in 
Muskingum  County,  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC 117574  (Sub-355),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAILY  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  39,  Carlisle,  PA  17013. 
Representative:  William  A.  Chesnutt, 
Suite  960, 1333  New  Hampshire  Ave., 
NW„  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  659- 
5157.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  124774  (Sub-143),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  4440 
Buckingham  Ave.,  Omaha,  NE  68107. 
Representative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren, 
Suite  201,  9202  W.  Dodge  Rd.,  Omaha, 

NE  68114,  (402)  397-7033.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
drug  and  discount  stores,  between 
points  in  Bergen  County,  NJ,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  127955  (Sub-8),  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  RICCI  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  Odessa  Ave.  &  Aloe  St., 
Pomona,  NJ  08240.  Representative: 
Joseph  A.  Keating,  Jr.,  121  S.  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA  18517,  (717)  344-8030. 
Transporting  petroleum,  natural  gas  and 
their  products,  between  points  in 
Philadelphia  County,  PA  and  New 
Castle  County,  DE,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Cape  May, 
Cumberland,  Atlantic,  Burlington, 

Salem,  and  Gloucester  Counties,  NJ. 

MC  129484  (Sub-9),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  RAMDO  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
d.b.a.  MELVIN  WANG  TRUCKING,  a 
corporation,  80  29th  Ave.  No.,  Fargo,  ND 
58102.  Representative:  Richard  P. 
Anderson,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  ND  58128,  (701)  235-4487. 
Transporting  asphalt,  road  oil  and 
residual  fuels,  between  points  in  ND,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  SD,  MN,  and  NE. 

MC  134105  (Sub-104),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3420  New 
Cummings  Rd.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37419. 
Representative:  James  E.  Elgin  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (615)  756-4066. 
Transporting  meat,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  between  points  in 
Ford  County,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  134105  (Sub-105),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3420  New 


Cummings  Rd.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37419. 
Representative:  James  E.  Elgin  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (615)  756-4066. 
Transporting  household  appliances, 
between  points  in  AL,  IL,  and  TN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  138104  (Sub-107),  filed  June  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  MOORE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  St.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76106. 
Representative:  Bernard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76116,  (817) 
731-8431.  Transporting  foundry 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  AR,  LA,  and  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  145664  (Sub-31),  filed  May  22, 

1981.  Applicant:  STALBERGER,  INC., 

223  S.  50th  Ave.,  West,  Duluth,  MN 
55807.  Representative:  Joyce  L. 
Donaldson,  P.O.  Box  6749,  Duluth,  MN 
55807,  (218)  624-3641.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  the 
facilities  of  Stewart  &  Associates,  at  or 
near  Minneapolis,  MN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146965  (Sub-1),  filed  June  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  REDDING  LUMBER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3306, 
Redding,  CA  96049.  Representative:  Jim 
Pitzer,  15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  321, 
Renton,  WA  98055.  Transporting  lumber 
and  wood  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  contract(s)  with  Nikkei 
Moulding  of  Anderson,  CA. 

MC  148414  (Sub-6),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  UNIDYNE  CORPORATION, 
3835  East  Princess  Ave.,  Norfolk,  VA 
23502.  Representative:  David  P.  L.  Berry, 
300  East  Main  St.,  820  First  &  Merchants 
Bank  Bldg.,  Norfolk,  VA  23510,  (804) 
625-6528.  Transporting  insulation 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
WACO,  Inc.,  of  Newport  News,  VA. 

MC  149075  (Sub-9),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  OVER  LAND,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  608,  Lyman,  SC  29365. 
Representative:  Wilhelmina  Boersma, 
1600  First  Federal  Bldg.,  Detroit,  MI 
49226,  (313)  962-6492.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  Union  County,  TN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  U.S. 

MC  149474  (Sub-3),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  CONTRACTORS  CARGO 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  11100  S. 
Garfield,  South  Gate,  CA  90280. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Celio,  2300 
Camin  Del  Sol,  Fullerton,  CA  92633, 

(714)  738-3889.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  CA,  OR, 


WA,  ID,  MT.  WY,  UT,  CO,  NV,  AZ,  NM, 
TX,  OK,  KS,  and  LA. 

MC  151605  (Sub-2),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  DONALD  E.  RODMAN,  d.b.a. 
RODMAN  TRUCK  SERVICE,  1923  S.W. 
15th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73148. 
Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips,  Room 
248 — Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411  N. 
Classen,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106,  (415) 
528-3884.  Transporting  (1)  construction 
materials,  and  (2)  clay  brick,  concrete 
brick  &  block,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  ynder  continuing  contracts)  with 
Certain  Teed  Corporation  of  Valley 
Forge,  PA  and  Oklahoma  Brick  &  Block 
Corp.,  of  Union  City,  OK. 

MC  152294,  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  WOLF-TANK  LINES,  INC., 
d.b.a.  WOLF  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  2100  Curry  St.,  Long  Beach, 
CA  90805.  Representative:  William  Wolf 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (213)  422- 
0906.  Transporting  carbon  black, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Ashland 
Chemical  Co.,  of  Columbus,  OH. 

MC  154545  (Sub-2),  filed  June  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  L  &  M  EXPRESS,  INC.,  3224 
Toone  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740,  (301)  797-6060. 
Transporting  refrigeration  and  cooling 
equipment,  between  Baltimore,  MD,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  154545  (Sub-3),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  L  &  M  EXPRESS,  INC.,  3224 
Toone  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740,  (301)  797-6060. 
Transporting  waste  and  refuse 
equipment,  between  points  in  Pulaski 
County,  IN,  Tishomingo  County,  MS, 
Dickinson  County,  MI,  and  Washington 
County,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  VA,  MD,  DE,  and  PA. 

MC  154934,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  T.  B.  SMITH,  1514  North 
Byers,  Mangum,  OK  73554. 
Representative:  (Same  as  applicant), 
(405)  782-3120.  Transporting  fertilizer, 
between  points  in  Greer,  Harmon, 
Jackson  and  Beckham  Counties,  OK,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  KS,  NM,  and  TX. 

MC  155025,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ARNOLD  BERG,  JR.,  d.b.a. 
BERG  GRAIN  &  PRODUCE,  Box  746, 
Moorhead,  MN  56530.  Representative: 
Charles  E.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2578, 
Bismarck,  ND  58502,  (701)  258-8550. 
Transporting  motor  vehicle  parts, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  ND, 
SD,  and  MN. 
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MC  155325,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  NEW  JERSEY  CHARCOAL 
CO.,  a  corporation,  18  Commerce  Rd., 
Fairfield.  NJ  07006.  Representative: 

Barry  D.  Kleban,  1430  Land  Title  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19110,  (215)  561-1030. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Kingsford  Company,  of  Louisville,  KY. 

MC  155675,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  PORTER  WARNER 
INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  3819  Dorris  St., 
Chattanooga,  TN  87409.  Representative: 
»M.  C.  Ellis,  c/o  Chattanooga  Freight 
Bureau,  Inc.,  1001  Market  St., 
Chattanooga,  TN  37402,  (615)  756-3620. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Ashland  Chemical  Company,  of 
Columbus,  OH. 

MC  156175  (Sub-1),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  MILLER,  d.b.a. 
MILLER  TRUCKING,  20  N.  Main  St., 
Manchester,  MD  21102.  Representative: 
Edward  N.  Button,  580  Northern  Ave., 
Hagerstown.  MD  21740,  (301)  739-4860. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Baltimore,  MD,  New  York,  NY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  Norfolk,  VA. 

MC  156475,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHUCK  S.  BARRAZA,  d.b.a. 
BARRAZA  TRUCKING.  10942  Birdwood 
Circle,  Corpus  Christi,  TX  78410. 
Representative:  Timothy  Mashburn, 

1806  Rio  Grande,  Austin,  TX  78768, 
(512)-476-6391.  Transporting  (1)  metal 
products;  and  (2)  machinery,  between 
points  in  TX,  NM  and  CO. 

MC  156484,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  C.  S.  TRANSPORT,  INC., 

4001  Overdale  Rd.,  Winston  Salem,  NC 
27107.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW„  Washington,  DC 
20001,  (202)  628-9243.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  CPC  International,  Inc.,  of 
Englewood  Cliffs,  NJ.  Condition:  The 
person  or  persons  who  appear  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  of  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  §  11343(A) 
or  submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why 
such  approval  is  unnecessary  to  the 
Secretary’s  Office.  In  order  to  expedite 
issuance  of  any  authority  please  submit 
a  copy  of  the  affidavit  or  proof  of  filing 
the  application(s)  for  common  control  to 
team  3,  Room  2158. 

MC  156495,  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  ADVENTURES  IN  TRAVEL 
OF  WESTPORT,  INC.,  Carriage  Hill. 
1200  Post  Road  East,  Westport,  CT 


06880.  Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn, 
Suite  733  Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K  St., 
NW„  Washington,  DC  20005,  (202)  783- 
3525.  As  a  broker  at  Westport,  CT,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156555,  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  BILESCO,  INC.,  2650 
Sheffield  Ave.,  Hammond,  IN  46320. 
Representative:  Michael  Spurlock,  275  E. 
State  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614)- 
228-8575.  Transporting  (1)  metal 
products;  and  (2)  machinery,  between 
points  in  IN,  IL,  MO,  KY,  TN,  IA,  KS. 

OK,  TX,  NE,  MI.  OH,  PA,  NY,  MN  and 

WI. 

MC  156565.  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  K.  BLOUNT,  d.b.a. 
SWEETWILUAM  TRUCKING,  4942  El 
Monte  Ave.,  Temple  City,  CA  91780. 
Representative:  John  C.  Russell,  1545 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90017, 
(213)-482-4700.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  (1) 
The  Burke  Co.,  of  San  Mateo,  CA;  (2) 
Riekes  Container  Co.,  of  Phoenix,  AZ; 
(3)  Sonoco  Products  Company,  of 
Hartsville,  SC:  (4)  Southwest  Pet 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Phoenix,  AZ;  and  (5) 
Superior  Concrete  Accessories,  of 
Phoenix,  AZ. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19563  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 

[Volume  No.  112] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Restriction  Removals, 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  June  29, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980.  are  governed  by  49  CFR  Part  1137. 
Part  1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 


requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission.  Restriction  Removal 
Board.  Members  Spom,  Alspaugh.  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  941  (Sub-9)X,  filed  March  17. 1981, 
previously  noticed  in  Federal  Register  of 
April  7, 1981,  republished  as  follows: 
Applicant:  McCRACKEN  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10304, 

Portland,  OR  97210.  Representative: 
Robert  R.  Hollis,  400  Pacific  Building, 
Portland,  OR  97204.  Applicant  seeks  off- 
route  county-wide  authority  which  was 
previously  denied  because  it  was 
determined  to  be  an  unreasonable 
broadening  of  territory.  Because  of  a 
recent  Commission  decision  declaring 
this  type  of  broadening  to  be 
reasonable,  the  Restriction  Removal 
Board  has  decided  to  renotice  this 
application  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
expansion  of  off-route  points.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  application  seeks  to 
expand  its  off-route  points  of  (a) 

Junction  City  and  Eugene,  OR.  to  Linn. 
Benton  and  Lane  Counties,  OR.  in  the 
lead  MC-941;  (b)  Crescent  Lake,  Odell 
Lumber  Company.  Cascade  Summit  and 
Lowell,  OR,  to  Lane  and  Klamath 
Counties,  OR,  in  the  lead  MC-134357; 
and  (c)  Tonge  Point,  Warrenton,  Fort 
Stevens  and  Cannon  Beach,  Tolovan 
Park,  Hammond.  Cochran,  Camp 
McGregor  and  Clatskanie,  OR  to 
Multnomah,  Washington.  Columbia  and 
Clatsop  Counties,  OR.  and  Cowlitz. 
Wahkiakum  and  Pacific  Counties.  WA. 
in  the  lead  MC-39395. 

MC  43685  (Sub-29)X,  filed  June  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  MERCER  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  1414  North  Fancher. 
P.O.  Box  11585,  Spokane.  WA  99211. 
Representative:  Dwight  D.  Dively  (same 
as  applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  24F  certificate 
to  broaden  the  commodity  description, 
in  part  2,  from  iron  and  steel  articles  to 
“metal  and  metal  products". 

MC  62110  (Sub-20)X,  filed  June  11. 
1981.  Applicant:  BILLINGS  TRUCKING 
CORPORATION.  509  Cherry  Street 
North  Wilkesboro,  NC  28659. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark.  P.O. 
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Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  11, 15  and  18F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products”,  from  chemicals 
and  paint,  in  the  lead;  “food  and  related 
products”,  from  canned  goods,  sugar, 
bakery  products,  butter,  fruit,  dried 
meats  and  shelled  walnuts,  in  the  lead; 
“clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products", 
from  glass  jars,  in  the  lead;  and  from 
glass  and  mirrors  in  Sub-No.  11: 

“building  materials”,  from  roofing  in  the 
lead:  “general  commodities,  except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives”,  from 
general  commodities  with  exceptions  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-No.  18F;  “furniture  and 
fixtures",  from  new  furniture,  rejected 
shipments  of  new  furniture,  new 
furniture,  crated  furniture,  and  returned 
shipments  of  new  furniture,  in  the  lead, 
Sub-Nos.  11  and  15F;  “furniture  and 
fixtures  and  furniture  parts",  from  new 
furniture  and  furniture  parts,  in  the  lead; 
“machinery”,  from  stoves  and  ranges,  in 
the  lead;  “farm  products”,  from  poultry 
and  eggs  and  agricultural  commodities, 
in  the  lead;  “textile  mill  products”,  from 
cotton  yam  and  dry  goods,  in  the  lead; 
“petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products”,  from  motor  oil  in  the  lead; 
and  “metal  products”,  from  sheet  metal 
roofing,  in  Sub-No.  11;  (2)  substitute  the 
following  cities  for  counties  in  the  lead 
and  Sub-No.  11  certificates,  Laurens  to 
Laurens  County,  SC;  Bridgeton  to 
Cumberland  County,  NJ;  York  to  York 
County,  PA;  Newport  and  Franklin  to 
Cocke  and  Williamson  Counties,  TN; 
North  Wilkesboro,  Ronda,  Elkin, 
Conover,  Hickory,  Lenoir,  Lincolnton, 
Newton,  Boone,  West  Jefferson,  and 
Sparta  to  Wilkes,  Surry,  Catawba, 
Caldwell,  Lincoln,  Watauga,  Ashe,  and 
Alleghany  Counties,  NC;  Poughkeepsie 
to  Dutchess  County,  NY;  Akron,  Canton, 
and  Mansfield  to  Summit,  Stark,  and 
Richland  Counties,  OH:  Bluefield, 
Williamson,  Owens,  and  Parkersburg, 
WV  to  Mercer,  Mingo,  Kanawha,  and 
Wood  Counties,  WV;  Butler  and  Ford 
City,  PA  to  Butler  and  Armstrong 
Counties,  PA;  (3)(a)  substitute  the 
following  counties  for  “points  and 
places  within  70  miles  of  North 
Wilkesboro”:  Cherokee  and  York 
Counties,  SC,  Carter,  Greene,  Unicoi, 
Sullivan  and  Washington,  Counties,  TN, 
Floyd,  Carroll,  Grayson,  Henry,  Patrick, 
Pulaski,  Smyth,  Washington,  and  Wythe 
Counties,  VA  and  Alexander,  Avery, 
Ashe,  Alleghany,  Burke,  Buncombe, 
Cabarrus,  Caldwell,  Catawba, 
Cleveland,  Davie,  Davidson,  Forsyth, 
Gaston,  Guilford,  Iredell,  Lincoln, 
McDowell,  Mecklenburg,  Mitchell, 
Randolph,  Rockingham,  Rowan, 


Rutherford,  Stanley,  Stokes,  Surry, 
Watauga,  Wilkes,  Yancey  and  Yadkin 
Counties,  NC;  (b)  substitute  the 
following  counties  for  “North 
Wilkesboro,  NC,  and  points  within  75 
miles  thereof’;  Cherokee  and  York 
Counties,  SC,  Carter,  Greene,  Hawkins, 
Unicoi,  Sullivan  and  Washington 
Counties,  TN,  Floyd,  Franklin,  Carroll, 
Grayson,  Henry,  Patrick,  Pulaski,  Smyth, 
Washington,  and  Wythe  Counties,  VA 
and  Alexander,  Avery,  Ashe,  Alleghany, 
Burke,  Buncombe,  Cabarrus,  Caldwell, 
Catawba,  Cleveland,  Davie,  Davidson, 
Forsyth,  Gaston,  Guilford,  Henderson, 
Iredell,  Lincoln,  McDowell,  Madison, 
Mecklenburg,  Mitchell,  Polk,  Randolph, 
Rockingham,  Rowan,  Rutherford, 

Stanley,  Stokes,  Surry,  Watauga, 

Wilkes,  Yancey  and  Yadkin  Counties, 
NC;  (c)  substitute  the  following  counties 
for  North  Wilkesboro,  NC,  and  “points 
and  places  in  North  Carolina  within  150 
miles  of  North  Wilkesboro”:  Alamance, 
Alexander,  Alleghany,  Anson,  Ashe, 
Avery,  Buncombe,  Burke,  Cabarrus, 
Caldwell,  Casewell,  Catawba,  Chatham, 
Cherokee,  Clay,  Cleveland,  Cumberland, 
Davidson,  Davie,  Durham,  Forsyth, 
Franklin,  Gaston,  Graham,  Granville, 
Guilford,  Hartnett,  Haywood, 

Henderson,  Hoke,  Iredell,  Jackson, 
Johnston,  Lee,  Lincoln,  McDowell, 

Macon,  Madison,  Mecklenburg,  Mitchell, 
Montgomery,  Moore,  Orange,  Person, 
Polk,  Randolph,  Richmond,  Robeson, 
Rockingham,  Rowan,  Rutherford,  \ 
Scotland,  Stanley,  Stakes,  Surry,  Swain, 
Transylvania,  Union,  Vance,  Wake, 
Warren,  Watauga,  Wilkes,  Yadkin,  and 
Yancey  Counties,  NC;  (4)  change  one 
way  authority  to  radial  authorities 
between  points  in  the  eastern  part  of  the 
U.S.  in  each  certificate. 

MC 113784  (Sub-95)X,  filed  June  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  LAIDLAW 
TRANSPORT,  LIMITED,  110  King  Street 
West,  Suite  490,  Hamilton,  Ontario, 
Canada.  Representative:  Mel  P.  Booker, 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1281  Old  Town  Station, 
Alexandria,  VA  22313.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-Nos. 
7,  29,  33,  34,  35,  37,  42,  43,  46,  47,  50,  52, 
53,  55F,  57,  58,  59,  72F,  73F,  77F,  78F,  82F, 
84F,  86F  and  94F  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  to 
(a)  “chemicals  and  related  products, 
clay,  concrete,  glass,  or  stone  products, 
metal  products,  and  waste  or  scrap 
materials”  from  urea  and  ammonium 
nitrate,  dry  in  bulk,  cullet,  grinding  balls, 
pig-iron,  and  scrap  metal  in  Sub-No.  7 
part  1;  (b)  “waste  or  scrap  materials" 
from  scrap  metal  in  Sub-Nos.  78F  and  7 
parts  2  and  7;  (c)  “metal  products”  from 
pig  iron  in  Sub-No.  7  part  3,  grinding 
balls  in  Sub-No.  7  part  4,  iron  and  steel 
articles  in  Sub-No.  35,  and  fly  ash  in 


Sub-No.  59  part  6;  (d)  "petroleum  and 
coal  products,  ores  and  minerals 
chemicals  and  related  products,  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  and 
food  and  related  products”  from  coal-tar 
pitch,  fluorspar,  ferro  phosphorous,  clay, 
lime,  sand,  and  soybean  meal  in  Sub-No. 

7  part  5;  (e)  “commodities  in  bulk”  from 
commodities  in  bulk  (with  exceptions)  in 
Sub-No.  7  part  6,  and  dry  commodities  in 
bulk  in  Sub-Nos.  55  and  59  part  7;  (f) 
"chemicals  and  related  products”  from 
dry  carbon  paste  in  Sub-No.  33, 
hydrochloric  acid  and  regenerator  oxide 
in  Sub-Nos.  37  and  42,  and  soda  ash  in 
Sub-No.  59  part  5;  (g)  “chemicals  and 
related  products,  food  and  related 
products  and  farm  products"  from 
fertilizer,  and  feed  and  feed  ingredients 
in  Sub-No.  29;  (h)  “metal  and  metal 
products"  from  iron  and  steel  and  iron 
and  steel  articles  in  Sub-No.  34;  (i)  “food 
and  related  products”  from  dry  animal 
and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredients  in 
Sub-No.  43;  (j)  “clay,  concrete,  glass,  or 
stone  products"  from  cement  in  Sub- 
Nos.  46  and  77F;  (k)  “clay,  concrete, 
glass,  or  stone  products,  and  building 
materials"  from  gypsum  products  and 
roofing  materials  in  Sub-Nos.  72F  and 
94F;  (1)  “ores  and  minerals”  from  lime 
and  limestone  in  Sub-No.  47,  and  lime, 
sand,  silica  sand,  and  foundary  sand  in 
Sub-No.  59  parts  1,  2,  and  3;  (m) 
“machinery”  from  tractors  and  tractor 
parts  and  accessories  in  Sub-Nos.  50 
and  57,  and  road  construction 
machinery  in  Sub-No.  53;  (n)  “chemicals 
and  related  products  and  food  and 
related  products”  from  agricultural 
fertilizer  ingredients  and  animal  and 
poultry  feed  ingredients  in  Sub-No.  59 
part  4;  (o)  "rubber  and  plastic  products” 
from  plastic  corrugated  drainage  pipe  in 
Sub-No.  73F;  and  (p)  “general 
commodities  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives”  from  general  commodities 
with  exception  in  Sub-No.  52;  (2)  remove 
plantsite  restrictions  or  named  facility 
restrictions  at  named  points  in  Sub-No. 
34  parts  1  and  2,  Sub-Nos.  35,  50,  53,  57, 
and  86F;  (3)  replace  city  with  county¬ 
wide  authority  as  follows:  (a)  in  Sub-No. 
7  part  5  Cannelton,  Leetsdale  and  New 
Galilee  with  Beaver  and  Allegheny 
Counties,  PA;  (b)  in  Sub-No.  29  part  1 
Austinburgh  with  Ashtabula  County, 

OH;  (c)  in  Sub-No.  29  part  2  Fostoria  and 
Lima  with  Allen  County,  OH,  Terre 
Haute  with  Vigo  County,  IN,  and  Olean 
with  Cattaraugus  County,  NY;  (d)  in 
Sub-No.  33  Ashtabula  with  Ashtabula 
County,  OH;  (e)  in  Sub-No.  37  Toledo 
with  Lucas  County,  OH;  (f)  in  Sub-No.  42 
Kane  with  McKean  County,  PA;  (g)  in 
Sub-Nos.  50  and  57  Romeo  with 
Macomb  County,  MI;  (h)  in  Sub-No.  52 
Tonawanda,  Buffalo,  and  Niagara  Falls 
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with  Erie  and  Niagara  Counties,  NY;  (i) 
in  Sub-No.  59  part  1  Woodville  with 
Sandusky  County,  OH;  (j)  in  Sub-No.  59 
part  4  Riga,  Augusta,  and  Battle  Creek 
with  Lenawee.  Kalamazoo,  and  Calhoun 
Counties,  MI;  (k)  in  Sub-No.  86F  Niles 
with  Trumbull  County,  OH;  (4)  authorize 
two-way  service  in  place  of  one-way 
service  in  Sub-Nos.  7  parts  1-5,  29  parts 
1  and  2,  Sub-Nos.  3,  37, 42,  43  parts  1  and 
2,  Sub-Nos.  46,  47,  53.  59.  parts  1-6,  Sub- 
No.  72F  part  1,  Sub-Nos.  73F  and  94F 
between  various  combinations  of  points 
generally  in  the  north  and  northeast;  (5) 
eleminate  the  except  commodities  in 
bulk  restriction  in  Sub-No.  53;  (6) 
remove  vehicle  restrictions  in  Sub-No.  7 
parts  6  and  7,  Sub-Nos.  33,  37,  42,  46,  78F 
and  84F;  (7)  remove  in  bulk- and  in  bags 
limitations  in  Sub-No.  7  parts  1-5,  Sub- 
No.  59  parts  1  and  2,  Sub-Nos.  37,  42.  46, 
47,  59  phrts  1,  3-6,  Sub-Nos.  77F  and  84F; 
(8)  remove  restrictions  to  foreign 
commerce  only  and  limitations  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  in 
Canada  in  Sub-Nos.  43,  53,  55F,  58,  59 
and  94F;  (9)  replace  the  named  ports  of 
entry  in  named  States  with  all  ports  of 
entry  in  named  States  in  Sub-No.  7  parts 
4,  6,  and  7,  Sub-No.  29  part  1,  Sub-Nos. 

33,  34  parts  1  and  2,  Sub-Nos.  35,  37,  42, 

43  parts  1  and  2,  Sub-Nos.  46,  47,  50,  53, 

57  and  59  parts  1-6,  Sub-Nos.  73F.  77F, 
78F,  82F  and  86F;  (10)  remove 
restrictions  excluding  service  to  point(s) 
smaller  than  a  county  as  follows:  (a)  in 
Sub-No.  7  part  7  “except  Ironton  and 
Strasburg,  OH";  and  (b)  in  Sub-No.  84F 
“except  Sault  St.  Marie";  and  (11) 
remove  the  commodity  exclusions  in 
Sub-No.  7  part  (1). 

MC  117730  (Sub-89)X,  filed  June  8, 

1981.  Applicant:  KOUBENEC  MOTOR 
SERVICE.  INC.,  Route  47,  Huntley,  IL 
60142.  Representative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb, 
Suite  2027,  33  North  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  28F 
and  78F  certificates  to  (A)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  in  each  to  "food 
and  related  products”  from  frozen  foods 
and  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk),  (B) 
remove  restrictions  in  each  certificate 
limiting  service  from  and  to  a  named 
shipper’s  facilities  (C)  change  one-way 
authority  to  radial  authority,  and  (D) 
replace  the  named  facilities  with 
authority  to  serve  city-wide:  Sub-Nos.  28 
and  76,  Chicago,  IL  (facilities  at  Chicago, 
IL);  and  Sub-No.  28,  Cook  County,  IL 
(facilities  at  Lyons,  IL). 

MC  118292  (Sub-44)X,  filed  June  5. 
1961,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  June  19, 1981,  published  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
BALLENTINE  PRODUCE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
454,  Alma,  AR  72921.  Representative; 
Barry  Roberts,  888  17th  Street.  NW, 


Washington,  DC  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  2,  5,  7,  9, 11, 13, 14, 15. 17, 18. 

19,  20,  21.  22,  23,  26,  28,  30,  31,  34,  35.  37, 
38,  40  and  41  certificates  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  descriptions  from  (a) 
frozen  vegetables  and  frozen  berries,  in 
the  lead,  frozen  vegetables  and 
vegetable  products,  cooked  and 
uncooked,  in  Sub-No.  2,  canned  goods  in 
mixed  loads  with  frozen  foods  and 
agricultural  commodities,  in  Sub-No.  5, 
frozen  foods  in  Sub-No.  7,  baby  foods 
and  baby  supplies,  in  Sub-No.  9.  canned 
goods  and  preserves,  canned  goods  and 
supplies  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  canned  goods  and 
preserves,  canned  goods,  canned 
vegetables  anfl  canned  vegetable 
products  and  cans,  in  Sub-No.  11,  frozen 
foods  and  canned  goods,  in  Sub-No.  13, 
baby  foods  and  baby  supplies  in  Sub- 
No.  14,  frozen  poultry  products  and 
poultry  in  Sub-No.  15,  frozen  poultry 
products  and  poultry  in  Sub-No.  17, 
baby  foods  and  baby  supplies  in  Sub- 
No.  18,  poultry  and  poultry  products  in 
Sub-No.  19,  baby  foods  and  baby 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  20,  poultry  products 
in  Sub-No.  21,  frozen  foods  in  Sub-No. 

22,  cooked  and  prepared  poultry  and 
poultry  products  and  fresh  and  frozen 
poultry  and  poultry  products  in  Sub-No. 

23,  foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  26,  foodstuffs, 
not  frozen,  in  containers,  in  Sub-No.  28, 
non-frozen  foodstuffs  in  the  Sub-No.  30, 
canned  goods  in  Sub-No.  31,  canned 
foods  and  canned  dog  food  in  Sub-No. 

34,  prepared  foodstuffs,  in  containers,  in 
the  Sub-No.  35,  frozen  foods,  in  Sub-No. 
37,  frozen  foods  in  Sub-No.  38,  frozen 
foods  in  Sub-No.  40  to  “food  and  related 
products”;  and  (b)  folding  cartons  in 
Sub-No.  41  to  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products";  (2)  change  one-way  to  radial 
authorities  between  a  combination  of 
points  throughout  the  U.S.  in  the  above 
certificates;  (3)  eliminate  plantsite 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 
17, 18, 19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  28,  30,  34.  and 
35;  (4)  eliminate  the  restriction  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  Little  Rock,  AR  in  Sub- 
No.  38;  (5)  remove  the  "commodities  in 
bulk"  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  11,  26  and 
30,  and  the  "except  AK  and  HI" 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  11,  26,  30  and  41; 
(6)  replace  city-wide  with  county -wide 
authority  as  follows:  Ft.  Smith,  AR  with 
Sebastian  County,  in  the  lead  and  Sub- 
Nos.  2.  7,  9, 14, 15, 17. 18,  20,  23.  35,  and 
41;  Monroe  and  Shreveport,  LA  with 
Ouachita  and  Caddo  Counties.  Kansas 
City,  KS  with  Wyandotte  County, 
Detroit,  MI  with  Wayne  County,  Omaha, 
NE  with  Douglas  County,  Hattiesburg, 
MS  with  Forrest  County,  Memphis,  TN 
with  Shelby  County.  Tampa  and 


Jacksonville,  FL  with  Hillsborough  and 
Duval  Counties,  Mobile,  Birmingham 
and  Montgomery,  AL  with  Mobile. 
Jefferson  and  Montgomery  Counties,  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-No.  2;  Kansas  City. 

MO  with  Clay  and  Jackson  Counties. 
Houston,  TX  with  Harris  and  Ft.  Bend 
Counties,  and  Dallas.  TX  with  Dallas 
County,  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2  and 
11;  Little  Rock,  AR  with  Pulaski  County, 
in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2.  7,  37  and  38: 
Alma  and  Van  Buren,  AR  with  Crawford 
County,  in  Sub-Nos.  11  and  34:  San  Jose 
and  Thornton,  CA  with  Santa  Clara  and 
San  Joaquin  Counties.  Denver,  CO  with 
Denver  County,  Atlanta,  GA  with 
DeKalb  and  Fulton  Counties. 

Hoopeston,  Maywood,  Belleville, 

Kansas,  and  Peoria,  IL  with  Vermilion, 
Cook,  St.  Clair,  Edgar,  and  Peoria 
Counties,  Elgin,  LA  with  Fayette  County. 
Lowell,  MI  with  Kent  County.  Athens. 

Ft.  Worth,  Pasadena,  Freeport.  Mineola. 
Grand  Saline,  McAllen,  and  San 
Antonio,  TX  with  Henderson,  Tarrant 
Johnson,  Harris,  Brazoria.  Wood,  Van 
Zandt,  Hidalgo  and  Bexar  Counties. 
Storm  Lake,  IA  with  Buena  Vista 
County,  Chicago  and  Streator,  IL  with 
Cook,  Livingstone  and  La  Salle 
Counties.  Hollister  and  Antioch.  CA 
with  San  Benito,  and  Contra  Costa 
Counties,  MT.  Vernon,  MO  with 
Lawrence  County,  Sanford  and 
Immokalee,  FL  with  Seminole  and 
Collier  Counties,  Fosston  and  Mankato 
with  Polk  and  Blue  Earth  Counties,  and 
Milwaukee,  WI  with  Milwaukee  County, 
in  Sub-No.  11;  St.  James  and  Madelia. 

MN  with  Watonwan  County,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  13  and  26;  Alton,  Cairo. 

Carbondale,  East  St.  Louis,  Eldorado. 
Granite  City,  Marion.  MT.  Vernon. 
Murphysboro,  Staunton.  Litchfield. 
Quincy  and  Scott  Air  Force  Base.  IL 
with  Madison.  Alexander,  Jackson.  St. 
Clair,  Saline,  Williamson.  Jefferson. 
Macoupin,  Montgomery,  and  Adams 
Counties,  in  Sub-Nos.  14  and  35; 
Centralia,  IL  with  Marion  and  Clinton 
Counties,  in  Sub-No.  14;  Heavener,  OK 
with  Le  Flore  County,  in  Sub-Nos.  19 
and  23;  Clarksville  and  Bloomer,  AR 
with  Johnson  and  Sebastian  Counties, 
and  Muskogee,  OK  with  Muskogee 
County,  in  Sub-No.  21;  Russellville.  AR 
with  Pope  County,  in  Sub-No.  22: 
Butterfield,  MN  with  Watonwan  County 
and  Estherville,  IA  with  Emmet  County, 
in  Sub-No.  26;  Fullerton.  Hayward. 
Davies,  and  Oakdale.  CA  with  Orange. 
Alameda,  Yolo,  and  Stanislaus  Counties, 
in  Sub-No.  28;  Ortonville  and  Arlington. 
MN  with  Lac  qui  Parle,  Big  Stone,  and 
Sibley  Counties  in  Sub-No.  30:  Proctor 
and  Kansas.  OK  with  Cherokee  and 
Delaware  Counties  in  Sub-No.  34:  and 
Minneapolis.  MN  with  Hennepin 
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County,  in  Sub-No.  40;  (7)  remove  the 
“for-hire  motor  carrier  and  private  motor 
carrier  transportation  of  property” 
restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  9, 18,  31  and  34. 
The  purpose  of  this  publication  is  to 
correct  several  omissions  in  part  (3)  and 
(6)  and  to  provide  notice  of  the  removal 
of  the  restriction  as  set  forth  in  part  (7). 

MC  123476  (Sub-66)X,  filed  June  8, 

1981.  Applicant:  CURTIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  23  Grandview  Industrial  Court, 
Arnold,  MO  63010.  Representative: 

David  G.  Dimit  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Applicant  holds  authority  in 
its  Sub-No.  62F  certificate  to  transport 
certain  commodities,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  Located  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY, 
CO,  and  NM,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Dow  Chemical,  Eastern  and 
Central  Divisions.  It  wants  to  remove 
the  words  “Eastern  and  Central 
Divisions,”  to  have  service  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Dow  Chemical  Company  in 
the  same  territory  as  presently 
authorized. 

MC  129625  (Sub-17)X,  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  COLE 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  M, 
Falls  Creek,  PA  15840.  Representative: 
William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2,  3,  6,  7, 11F,  14F  and  16  certificates 
to  (1)  expand  commodity  descriptions  to 
(a)  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products"  from  sand,  gravel,  aggregates 
and  limestone  in  the  lead  and  Sub-No. 
11F;  and  from  sand,  slag,  gravel, 
aggregates  and  limestone  in  the  lead;  (b) 
“coal  and  coal  products”  from  coal  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  6  and  11F;  (c) 
"chemicals  and  related  products,  and 
clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products” 
from  deicing  materials,  defrosting 
materials  and  anti-skid  materials  in  Sub- 
No.  7;  (d)  “chemicals  and  related 
products”  from  salt,  calcium  chloride, 
and  rock  salt  in  the  Sub-Nos.  7, 14  and 
16,  (2)  remove  a  restriction  requiring 
transportation  in  bulk  in  dump  vehicles 
in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  6,  7, 11F, 
and  14F;  (3)  remove  a  restriction 
requiring  prior  movement  by  rail  in  the 
lead  and  Sub-Nos.  7  and  16,  (4)  replace 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority, 
in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  6,  7, 11F 
and  14F,  (5)  remove  the  originating  at 
and/or  destined  to  restrictions,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  2,  3,  6  and  7,  (6)  remove  restriction 
prohibiting  transportation  as  both  a 
private  and  for-hire  carrier  in  the  same 
vehicle  and  at  the  same  time,  in  the 
lead,  (7)  remove  restriction  prohibiting 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
points  in  Canada,  in  Sub-No.  7,  (8) 
remove  “in  bags”  restriction,  in  Sub-No. 


7,  (9)  remove  the  facilities  restriction,  in 
Sub-No.  7  and  (10)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  by  substituting 
county-wide  authority  for  city-wide 
and/or  township  authority  as  follows: 
Clearfield  County,  PA  (for  Houston 
Township,  PA),  in  Sub-No.  3;  Clearfield 
County,  PA  (for  Sandy  Township,  PA), 
Jefferson  County,  PA  (for  Bell  Township, 
PA)  and  Onondaga  County,  NY  (for 
Solvay,  NY),  in  Sub-No.  7;  and  Erie 
County,  PA  (for  Erie,  PA),  in  Sub-No. 

14F. 

MC  133255  (Sub-l)X,  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  ACE  TRANSPORT, 

INC.,  Keim  Boulevard  and  Bridge  Plaza, 
Commerce  Square,  Burlington,  NJ  08016. 
Representative:  Robert  R.  Harris,  1730  M 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  permit  to  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  contract(s). 

MC  136295  (Sub-3)X,  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  EXPRESSWAY 
MESSENGER  SERVICE,  INC.,  310  W. 

27th  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  21211. 
Representative:  Edward  N.  Button,  580 
Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown,  MD  21740. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  1  certificate  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from  graphic 
art  proofs  and  processed  art  work  and 
commercial  printing  to  “printed  matter, 
pulp,  paper  and  related  products”  (2) 
remove  restriction  to  newspaper, 
magazines  or  sales  and  advertising 
pamphlets  and  (3)  remove  restriction 
against  the  handling  of  shipments 
weighing  more  than  200  pounds  a 
shipment  from  one  consignor  at  one 
location  to  one  consignee  at  one 
location  on  any  one  day. 

MC  138882  (Sub-381  )X,  filed  June  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  WILEY  SANDERS 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box 
1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
Nos.  1,  7, 10, 11, 14,  20,  21,  22,  23,  25,  27, 
29,  30,  31,  32,  35,  37,  38,  39,  43,  46F,  47F, 
48F,  49F,  50F,  5lF,  52F,  53F,  54F,  63F,  64F, 
68F,  73F,  78F,  79F,  80F,  81F,  82F,  83F,  84F, 
85F,  86F,  87F,  88F,  89F,  90F,  91F,  92F,  94F, 
95F,  97F,  98F,  99F,  100F,  101F,  102F,  103F, 
104F,  106F,  107F,  117F,  118F,  124F,  125F, 
126F, 127F,  128F,  129F,  130F,  131F,  132F, 
133F,  134F,  136F,  137F,  138F,  139F,  144F, 
145F,  146F,  147F,  148F,  151F,  152F,  153F, 
154F. 156F,  157F,  158F,  159F,  160F,  161F, 
162F,  163F,  164F,  165F,  166F,  167F,  168F, 
172F,  173F,  174F,  175F,  176F,  177F,  178F, 
179F,  180F,  181F,  182F,  183F,  186F.  187F, 
188F,  189F,  190F,  191F,  192F,  193F,  194F, 
195F,  196F,  197F,  198F,  199F,  200F,  201F, 
202F,  203F,  204F,  205F,  206F,  207F,  212F, 
218F,  219F,  220F,  221F,  222F,  223F,  224F. 


225F,  227F,  228F,  229F,  230F,  231F,  234F, 
237F,  238F,  239F,  248F,  249F,  250F,  251F, 
252F,  253F,  254F,  255F,  257F,  258F,  259F, 
267F,  268F,  270F,  271F,  272F,  274F,  275F, 
276F,  278F,  279F,  280F,  281F,  284F,  285F, 
286F,  287F,  288F,  289F,  290F,  291F,  292F, 
293F,  295F,  299F,  300F,  301F,  302F,  303F, 
304F,  305F,  306F,  307F,  308F,  309F,  310F, 
312F,  313F,  314F,  315F,  316F,  317F,  318F, 
319F,  320F,  327F,  332F,  333F,  334F,  335F, 
339F,  340F,  341F,  342F,  343F,  346F,  347F, 
348F,  353F,  354F,  355F,  356F,  357F,  358F, 
359F,  360F,  361F,  362F,  363F,  364F,  365F, 
367F,  368F,  369F,  370F,  371F,  372F,  373F, 
374F,  375F,  376F,  and  377F  certificates  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
as  follows:  to  “metal  products”  from,  for 
example,  wheel  weights,  steel  wire, 
aluminum  articles,  steel  articles,  and 
parts  and  accessories  for  pipe,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  14,  27,  52F,  63F,  91F,  137F,  138F, 
139F,  147F,  176F,  181F,  189F,  204F,  219F, 
254F;  286F,  288F,  304F,  306F,  312F,  316F, 
334F,  353F,  364F,  and  373F;  to 
“construction  materials”  from,  for 
example,  roofing,  pipe,  mill  work,  plastic 
pipe,  fittings  and  valves,  and  steel  tanks, 
concrete  tanks,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  construction  of 
sewage  treatment  plants  (except  in 
bulk),  in  Sub-Nos.  21,  22,  23,  27,  29,  30, 

31,  37,  38,  39,  43,  47F,  54F,  97F,  103F, 

124F,  128F,  129F,  132F,  134F,  145F,  147F, 
157F,  160F,  162F,  165F,  168F,  188F,  191F, 
192F,  193F,  202F,  225F,  229F,  239F,  250F, 
255F,  257F,  290F,  292,  314F,  316F,  319F, 
339F,  359F,  360F,  364,  and  367F;  to  “food 
and  related  products”  from,  for  example, 
foodstuffs,  dry  dog  food,  malt  beverages, 
canned  goods,  and  spices  and  sauces,  in 
Sub-Nos.  25,  49F,  51F,  53F,  64F,  68F,  73F, 
87F,  104F,  132F,  144F,  146F,  151F,  158F, 
159F,  164F,  172F,  173F,  174F,  203F,  206F, 
207F,  212F,  230F,  237F,  259F,  268F,  274F, 
284F,  285F,  291F,  295F,  299F,  305F,  307F, 
333F,  342F,  346F,  356F,  357F,  362F,  371F, 
373F,  374,  and  375;  to  “machinery"  from, 
for  example,  batteries,  pollution  control 
equipment,  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  a  variety  of 
commodities  authorized  in  applicant’s 
certificates  as  currently  issued,  in  Subs 
11, 14,  22,  30,  31,  38,  43,  85F,  98F,  99F, 
101F,  102F,  103F,  104F,  124F,  128F,  131F, 
132F,  136F,  144F,  167F,  179F,  181F,  187F, 
190F,  192F,  193F,  195F,  196F,  197F,  201F, 
203F,  205F,  218F,  221F,  224F,  225F,  229F, 
248F,  252F,  254F,  255F,  258F,  270F,  274F, 
275F,  289F,  290F,  292,  299F,  308F,  314F, 
316F,  318F,  319F, 320,  332F,  335,  339F, 
342F,  348F,  354F,  355F,  358F,  360F,  363F, 
364,  365F,  367F,  369F,  370, 

371F,  373F,  374,  375,  and  377;  to  “lumber 
and  wood  products”  from,  for  example, 
pallets,  lumber  and  lumber  mill 
products,  veneer  and  plywood, 
particleboard,  wax  impregnated 
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fireplace  logs,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
construction  materials,  in  Subs  l,  7, 10, 

20,  22,  23,  27,  29,  32,  35,  54F,  85F,  86F, 

92F,  98F,  99F,  100F,  101F,  102F,  104F, 

106F,  107F,  117F,  126F,  127F,  133F,  152F, 
153F,  161F,  180F,  183F,  188F,  205F,  220F, 
223F,  228F,  231F,  248F, 249F, 253,  271F, 
272F,  276F,  278F,  279,  280F,  281F,  289F, 
310,  317F,  353F,  and  368F;  to  “waste  of 
scrap  materials  not  identified  by 
industry  producing"  from,  for  example, 
scrap  batteries,  scrap  and  waste  paper, 
scrap  aluminum,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
processing  of  lead  scrap,  in  Subs  1,  50F, 
139F,  148F,  166F,  181F,  222F,  293F,  309F, 
334F,  348F,  and  369F;  to  "transportation 
equipment”  from  jacks,  oil  filters,  oil 
seals,  motor  mounts,  and  containers  and 
container  chassis,  in  Subs  14,  252F,  288F, 
and  315F;  to  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products"  from,  for  example, 
gypsum  and  gypsum  products,  asbestos 
fibre  cement,  vermiculite,  brick,  perlite 
board,  clay  and  clay  products,  and 
roofing  granules,  in  Subs  22,  23,  97F,  98F, 
99F,  101F,  102F,  104F,  118F,  154F,  188F, 
194F,  202F,  205F,  248F,  287F,  302F,  312F, 
365F,  and  377;  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products"  from,  for  example,  insulation 
materials,  urethane  and  urethane 
products,  charcoal,  chemicals,  de-icers, 
resins,  dyes,  paints  and  oxides,  and 
cleaning,  washing,  scouring,  weed 
killing  and  softening  compounds,  in 
Subs  22,  23,  98F,  99F,  101F,  102F,  104F, 
125F,  156F,  190F,  195F,  196F,  197F.  199F, 
205F,  248F,  252F,  289F,  318F,  327F,  and 
341F;  to  “containers”  from  egg  cartons, 
bottles,  fiberboard  containers  and 
pulpboard  containers,  glass  containers 
and  plastic  containers,  and  accessories 
therefor,  in  Subs  48F,  130F,  136F,  148F, 
163F,  and  179F;  to  “printed  matter"  from 
beer-related  advertising  material  in  Sub 
49F;  broaden  to  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products”  from  wrapping  paper,  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  moulded  pulp, 
in  Subs  50F,  131F,  148F,  1B7F,  195F,  196F, 
197F,  201F,  218F,  221F,  222F,  224F,  258F, 
293F,  300F,  and  332F;  to  “petroleum  and 
petroleum  products”  from  charcoal 
lighter  fluid  in  Subs  98F,  99F,  101F,  102F, 
104F,  205F,  and  248F;  to  "rubber  and 
plastic  products”  from,  for  example, 
plastic  articles,  plastic  and  plastic 
products,  rubber  products,  plastic  film, 
and  plastic  preforms,  in  Subs  130F,  175F, 
195F,  196F,  197F,  267F,  288F,  358F,  and 
370;  to.“furniture  and  fixtures"  from 
office  furniture,  bathroom  vanities  ami 
accessories  therefor,  furniture,  furniture 
parts,  and  store  furnishings  and  fixtures, 
in  Subs  167F,  319F,  320F,  and  354F;  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
supermarkets"  from  supermarket 
continuity  promotional  materials  in  Sub 


372F;  to  “medical  supplies  and  drugs" 
from  intravenous  solutions,  drugs, 
rubber  gloves,  and  administration  sets 
for  intravenous  solutions  and  drugs  in 
Sub  251F;  by  eliminating  all  exceptions 
to  general  comodities  authority  other 
than  the  exception  of  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives  in  Sub  376F;  to  “oil  filed 
commodities  as  described  in  Mercer 
Extension  "  from  oil  field  equipment  in 
Sub  227F;  to  “ordnance  and  or 
accessories"  from  ammunition  in  Sub- 
No.  219F;  broaden  to  “coal  and  coal 
products"  from  coke  in  Sub  204F;  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  a  smelter”  from  smelting 
compounds  in  Sub  200F;  to  “instruments, 
photographic  goods  or  optical  goods, 
watches  or  clocks”  from  photographic 
equipment,  reproduction  equipment  and 
parts  and  accessories  thereof,  in  Subs 
195F,  196F,  and  197F;  (2)  eliminate 
restriction  to  transportation  of  goods  in 
containers  in  Subs  177F  and  313F;  and 
elimate  the  exception  of  commodities  in 
bulk  wherever  such  exceptions  appear; 

(3)  change  one-way  to  radial  authority 
wherever  possible,  and  (4)  remove  all 
facilities  limitations,  and  broaden  to  the 
following  named  cities  or  counties  from 
the  points  indicated:  Alabama:  Barbour 
County  (Clayton — 92F),  Butler  County 
(Chapman — 223F),  Clarke  County 
(Fulton — 107F),  Cleburne  County 
(Heflin — 300F),  Coffee  County  (Elba — 7), 
Cullman  County  (Cullman — 219F), 

Dallas  County  (Selma — 133F),  Escambia 
County  (Brewton — 133F),  Franklin 
County  (Red  Bay — 159F  and  356F,  and 
Russellville — 272F),  Hale  County 
(Moundville — 125F  and  341F),  Houston 
County  (Dothan — 98F  and  248F), 

Jefferson  County  (Birmingham — 23,  47F, 
50F,  118F,  128F,  145F,  204F,  222F,  292, 
293F,  and  340,  and  Bessemer — 27),  Lee 
County  (Opelika — 85F),  Limestone 
County  (Athens — 203F),  Mobile  County 
(Mobile — 118F,  133F,  and  157F),  Monroe 
County  (Monroeville — 117F), 

Montgomery  County  (Montgomery — 35, 
47F,  118F,  and  133F),  Pike  County 
(Troy— 1, 10.  29,  95F,  166F,  309F,  315F, 
and  343F,  and  Brundidge — 25,  51F,  95F, 
and  146F),  St.  Clair  County  (Ragland — 
97F),  Shelby  County  (Pelham — 145F), 
Talladega  County  (Lincoln — 124F), 
Tuscaloosa  County  (Tuscaloosa — 21, 
200F,  204F,  257F,  290F,  and  339F,  and 
Holt — 30),  and  Wilcox  County  (Pine 
Hill — 85F);  Arizona:  Maricopa 
(Phoenix — 305F,  319F,  and  340); 
Arkansas:  Baxter  County  (Cotter — 104F), 
Pulaski  County  (North  Little  Rock — 
267F,  and  Little  Rock — 317F),  and 
Quachita  County  (Camden — 31); 
California:  Alameda,  Merced,  San 
Joaquin,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  Santa 
Cruz  and  Stanislaus  Counties  (San 


Jose — 295F),  Alameda  County 
(Hayward — 340),  El  Dorado  County 
(Diamond  Springs — 183F),  Los  Angeles 
County  (Monrovia — 125F,  and  City  of 
Industry — 187F  and  348F),  Merced 
County  (Merced — 212F).  Orange  County 
(La  Habra — 305F),  Riverside  County 
(Alberhill — 202F,  and  Corona — 305F). 

San  Bernardino  County  (Redlands — 
319F),  and  San  Diego  County  (San 
Diego — 285F  and  305F);  Delaware: 

Sussex  County  (Millsboro — 87F): 

Florida:  Calhoun  County  (Blountstown — 
54F  and  33F),  Escambia  County 
(Pensacola — 118F),  Jackson  County 
(Alford — 309F),  Lake  County  (Eustis — 
340),  Leon  County  (Tallahassee — 53FJ. 
and  Pasco  County  (Dade  City — 255F): 
Georgia:  Coffee  County  (Douglas — 

274F),  Dougherty  County  (Albany — 

299F),  Greene  County  (Greensboro — 91F. 
and  Union  Point — 319F),  Houston 
County  (Pabst — 49F,  132F,  and  144F). 

Polk  Coufity  (Cedartown — 254F), 

Thomas  County  (Thomasville — 37.  38. 
130F,  and  225F,  and  Meigs— 186F).  Tift 
County  (Tifton — 218F),  Walton  County 
(Monroe — 319F),  and  Worth  County 
(Sylvester — 362F):  Illinois:  Adams 
County  (Quincy — 276F),  Coles  County 
(Charleston — 301F),  Cook  County 
(Lemont — 285F),  Crawford  County 
(Robinson — 359F),  Kankakee  County 
(Kankakee — 284F),  Knox  County 
(Abingdon — 359F),  Lake  County  (North 
Chicago— 251F),  Peoria  County 
(Princeville — 68F  and  346F),  Randolph 
County  (Chester — 172F),  Tazewell 
County  (Pekin — 285F),  Vermilion  County 
(Hoopeston — 68F  and  346F),  and  Will 
County  (Joliet — 198F,  Plainfield — 285F 
and  342F,  and  Wilmington — 79F); 
Indiana:  Dearborn  County 
(Lawrenceburg — 285F),  Dubois  County 
(Jasper — 368F),  Jasper  County 
(Renssalaer — 319F),  Lake  County 
(Griffith — 201F).  Montgomery  County 
(Crawfordsville — 319F),  Posey  County 
(Mt.  Vernon — 284F),  Spencer  County 
(Rockport — 191F),  Wabash  County 
(Lagro — 88F),  and  Washington  County 
(Salem — 368F);  Iowa:  Clinton  County 
(Clinton — 139F),  Dubuque  County 
(Dubuque — 90F),  Humboldt  County 
(Dakota  City — 317F),  Muscatine  County 
(Muscatine — 158F),  Wapello  County 
(Ottumwa — 319F),  Webster  County  (Fort 
Dodge — 271F  and  317F).  and 
Winneshiek  County  (Calmar — 317F). 
Kansas:  Anderson  County  (Garnett — 
317F),  Johnson  County  (Lenexa — 340), 
Reno  County  (Hutchinson — 317F),  and 
Saline  County  (Salina — 348F);  Kentucky: 
Bullitt  County  (Clermont — 285F), 

Daviess  County  (Owensboro — 207F 
212F,  and  285F),  Franklin  County 
(Frankfort — 285F),  Hardin  County 
(Elizabethtown — 83F  and  154F), 
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Henderson  County  (Henderson — 136F, 
207F,  212F,  and  250F),  Marshall  County 
(Calvert  City — 197F),  Nelson  County 
(Bardstown — 285F  and  342F),  Pulaski 
County  (Burnside — 127F),  and  Warren 
County  (Bowling  Green — 14);  Louisiana: 
Avoyelles  Parish  (Belledeau — 173F  and 
346F),  Jackson  Parish  (Chatham — 133F), 
St.  Charles  Parish  (Luling — 199F),  St. 
Martin  Parish  (Cade — 174F),  Webster 
Parish  (Heflin — 348F),  and  West 
Feliciana  Parish  (St.  Francisville — 173F 
and  346F);  Maine:  Penobscot  County 
(Passadumkeag — 228F),  and  York 
County  (Biddleford — 305F);  Maryland: 
Prince  George  County  (Laural — 255F); 
Massachusett:  Bristol  County  (New 
Bedford — 340),  Middlesex  County 
(Woburn — 305F),  and  Worcester  County 
(Leominster — 319F);  Michigan:  Baraga 
County  (L’Anse — 278F),  Lapeer  County 
(Imlay  City — 64F  and  87F),  Ottawa 
County  (Holland — 125F),  Saginaw 
County  (Bridgeport — 64F  and  87F),  and 
St.  Clair  County  (Memphis — 64F  and 
87F);  Mississippi:  Adams  County 
(Natchez — 154F),  Clarke  County 
(Pachuta — 205F  and  231F),  Covington 
County  (Collins — 133F),  George  County 
(Lucedale — 133F),  Harrison  County 
(Gulfport — 125F),  Hinds  County 
(Jackson — 125F,  138F,  and  145F),  Lee 
County  (Tupelo — 159F  and  356F), 
Lauderdale  County  (Meridian — 23'lF  and 
314F),  Noxubee  County  (Macon  and 
Shuqulak — 118F),  Washington  County 
(Greenville — 64F),  and  Winston  County 
(Louisville — 253F);  Missouri:  Boone 
County  (Columbia — 229F),  Dent  County 
(Boss — 189F),  Iron  County  (Buick — 189F, 
and  Annapolis — 194F),  Jasper  and 
Newton  Counties  (Joplin — 317F),  Maries 
County  (Belle — 101F),  and  Taney  County 
(Branson — 205F);  Montana:  Roosevelt 
County  (Culbertson — 156F),  and 
Yellowstone  County  (Billings — 156F); 
Nebraska:  Lancaster  County  (Lincoln — 
317F);  New  Jersey:  Middlesex  County 
(South  Plainfield — 187F  and  Edison — 
313F),  Somerset  County  (Bound  Brook — 
194F),  and  Warren  County 
(Phillipsburg — 168F);  New  York:  Broome 
County  (Johnson  City — 196F,  and 
Deposit — 270F),  Chautauqua  County 
(Dunkirk — 177F),  Erie  County  (Buffalo — 
252F),  Monroe  County  (Rochester — 212F, 
and  Hamlin — 307F),  Orange  County 
(Vails  Gate — 192F),  Orleans  County 
(Holley — 307F),  Schenectady  County 
(Scotia — 205F),  Wayne  County 
(Williamson — 307F),  and  Westchester 
County 

(Ossining — 167F);  North  Carolina: 
Beaufort  County  (Washington — 355F), 
Cherokee  County  (Murphy — 133F), 
Chowan  County  (Edenton — 362F), 
Edgecombe  and  Nash  Counties  (Rocky 
Mount — 251F),  Pitt  County  (Farmville — 


355F),  Rockingham  County  (Eden — 53F), 
Sampson  County  (Turkey — 173F,  and 
Clinton — 355F),  Surry  County  (State 
Road — 188F),  Wayne  County 
(Goldsboro — 368F),  and  Wilson  County 
(Wilson — 174F);  North  Dakota:  Stark 
County  (Dickinson — 205F),  and  Ward 
County  (Minot — 317F);  Ohio: 

Columbiana  County  (Summitville — 47F, 
and  Salem — 319F),  Coshocton  County 
(Coshocton — 125F  and  162F),  Cuyahoga 
County  (Maple  Heights — 1139F),  Greene 
County  (Alpha — 136F),  Guernsey  County 
(Byesville — 355F),  Hamilton  County 
(Lockland — 89F),  Lorain  County 
(Lorain — 145F  and  Elyria — 195F), 

Ottawa  County  (Port  Clinton — 175F  and 
303F),  Richland  County  (Shelby — 129F, 
and  Butler  City — 306F),  Sandusky 
County  (Fremont — 73F),  and  Stark 
County  (Minerva — 47F);  Oklahoma: 

Love  County  (Marietta — 305F),  and 
Pottawatomie  County  (Shawnee — 230F); 
Oregon:  Jackson  County  (White  City — 
205F),  and  Lane  County  (Springfield — 
100F,  and  junction  City — 220F); 
Pennsylvania:  Berks  County  (Reading — 
348F),  Blair  County  (Tyrone — 362F), 
Bucks  County  (Fairless — 145F,'and 
Fairless  Hills — 249F),  Franklin  County 
(Charmian — 194F),  Lancaster  County 
(Lancaster — 125F),  Lawrence  County 
(New  Castle — 319F),  Luzerne  County 
(Pittston — 281F),  Northumberland 
County  (Sunbury — 82F,  and 
Watsontown — 368F),  and  Washington 
County  (Allenport — 286F);  South 
Carolina:  Bamberg  County  (Olar — 133F), 
Charleston,  City  of  (Charleston 
Heights — 103F),  Darlington  County 
(Hartsville — 163F),  Dorchester  County 
(Summerville — 327F),  Greenville  County 
(Simpsonville — 125F,  and  Greenville — 
259F),  and  (Spartanburg  County 
Spartanburg — 316F);  South  Dakota: 
Minnehaha  County  (Sioux  Falls — 156F); 
Tennessee:  Chester  County 
(Henderson — 136F),  Cumberland  County 
(Crossville — 126F),  Fayette  County 
(Rossville — 204F),  Henry  County 
(Paris — 280F),  Madison  County 
Jackson — 133F,  and  253F),  McMinn 
County  (Calhoun — 131F),  Moore  County 
(Lynchburg — 285F),  Roane  County 
(Harriman — 304F),  and  Sumner  County 
(Gallatin — 52F);  Texas:  Brown  County 
(Brownwood — 316F),  Cherokee  County 
(Jacksonville — 99F),  Dallas  County 
(Garland — 199F),  Kaufman  County 
(Terrell — 354F),  Lubbock  County 
(Lubbock — 268F),  Medina  County 
(Hondo — 319F),  Navarro  County 
(Corsicana — 319F),  and  Webb  County 
(Laredo— 151F,  237F,  and  333F);  Utah: 
Utah  County  (Provo — 317);  Vermont: 
Windsor  County  (Windsor— 125  F); 
Virginia:  Franklin  County  (Rocky 
Mount — 302F),  and  Nottoway  County 


(Burkeville — 133F);  Washington:  King 
County  (Seattle — 305F),  and  Tukwila — 
340);  West  Virginia:  Jackson  County 
(Ravenswood — 63F),  Kanawha  County 
(South  Charleston — 199F),  Mineral 
County  (Ridgeley — 249F),  and  Upshur 
County  (Buckhannon — 165F);  Wisconsin: 
Dodge  County  (Mayville — 68F), 

Marinette  County  (Pembine — 194), 
Sheboygan  County  (Kohler — 316F), 
Waukesha  County  (Waukesha — 139F), 
and  Winnebago  County  (Oshkosh — 

255  P);  and  Wyoming:  Big  Horn  County 
(Greybull — 287F);  (5)  remove  restriction 
to  shipments  orginating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations,  in  Sub-Nos.  10, 14,  20,  27, 

30,  68F,  73F,  78F,  81F,  83F,  85F,  103F, 

107F,  117F,  131F,  146F,  166F,  167F,  172F, 
176F,  181F,  183F,  186F,  190F,  192F,  193F, 
194F,  195F,  196F,  197F,  198F,  201F,  204F, 
205F,  206F,  218F,  223F,  252F,  258F,  259F, 
and  319F;  (6)  remove  restrictions  against 
transportation  to  or  from  AK  and  HI  in 
Sub-Nos.  14,  30,  31,  38,  39,  43,  88F,  95F, 
104F,  136F,  137F,  103F,  166F,  167F,  182F, 
187F,  190F,  193F,  195F,  196F,  197F,  200F, 
201F,  202F,  206F,  218F,  219F,  221F,  234F, 
249F,  254F,  255F,  256F,  268F,  270F,  271F, 
272F,  274F,  275F,  276F,  278F,  279,  280F, 
281F,  288F,  289F,  292,  301F,  308F,  315F, 
316F,  319F,  320,  332F,  341F,  342F,  343F, 
348F,  354F,  355F,  358F,  360F,  362F,  363F, 
364,  365F,  367F,  369F,  370,  372F,  373F, 
374F,  376F,  and  377F,  (7)  remove  the 
exception  of  AL  from  authority  to  serve 
between  an  AL  point  and  points  in  the 
US  in  Sub  95F,  and  remove  the 
exception  of  Memphis  from  authority  to 
serve  points  in  TN  in  Sub  146F,  and  (8) 
remove  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  46  and 
196F,  to  transportation  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration; 
in  Sub-No.  204F  to  transportation  in 
dump  vehicles;  and  in  Sub-No.  238F — 
limiting  transportation  of  traffic  having 
an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  or  water. 

MC  146375  (Sub-2)X,  filed  June  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  MERCER 
INTERNATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
MANAGEMENT  &  CONSULTING 
SERVICES  INC.,  500  Alta  Drive,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76107.  Representative:  J.  G. 
Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  LL,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  its 
commodity  description  from  line  pipe, 
machinery,  equipment,  pipe  line 
materials  and  supplies  incidental  to  .  .  . 
natural  gas,  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  coal  slurry  pipelines,  and 
energy  related  pipelines  (except  plastic 
and  cement  asbestos  pipe),  to  “Mercer 
commodities;  such  commodities  as  are 
incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  coal  slurry  pipelines;  rubber  and 
plastic  products;  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
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stone  products:  and  metal  products"; 
and  (2)  eliminate:  the  HI  exception;  the 
restriction  limiting  transportation  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  or  water;  and  the 
restriction  to  traffic  moving  to  or  from 
pipeline  rights-of-way. 

MC  146892  (Sub-15)X,  filed  June  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  R  &  L  TRANSFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  271,  Wilmington,  OH  45177. 
Representative:  Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  W. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F,  7F,  and  14F 
certificates  to  (1)  delete  “except 
foodstuffs  and  commodities  in  bulk”,  in 
Sub-No.  2F,  “except  commodities  in 
bulk”  in  Sub-No.  7F,  and  “except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,”  in  Sub-No.  14F;  (2)  replace 
Rome,  GA  with  Floyd  County,  GA  and 
eliminate  “except  AK  and  HI” 
restriction  in  Sub-No.  7F;  and  (3)  change 
its  one-way  to  radial  authority  between 
points  in  KY  and  OH,  and,  WV,  PA,  OH, 
and  NY,  in  Sub-No.  2F,  and  between 
points  in  GA  and  OH,  and,  the  U.S.  in 
Sub-No.  7F. 

MC  147311  (Sub-7)X,  filed  June  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  T  &  S 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7420  Ranco 
Road,  P.O.  Box  9729,  Richmond,  VA 
23228.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington, 

VA  22210.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  2  certificate  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description  from 
city-wide  authority  to  county-wide 
authority:  Granger,  Herrold  and  Camp 
Dodge,  IA,  to  Dallas  and  Polk  Counties, 
IA. 

| HR  Doc.  81-19561  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01 -M 


INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION  AGENCY 

Agency  for  International  Development 

I  Redelegation  of  Authority  No.  99.1.1241 

Delegation  of  Contracting  Officer 
Authority  to  Phillip  Casteel 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  as  Director,  Office  of  Contract 
Management,  under  Redelegation  of 
Authority  No.  99.1  (38  FR  12,836)  from 
the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Program 
and  Management  Services,  I  hereby 
redelegate  to  Phillip  Casteel  the 
authority  to  sign  contracts,  grants, 
cooperative  agreements  and  other 
contractual  documents  related  thereto  in 
support  of  the  Southern  Italy  Earthquake 
Reconstruction  Program  (Project  No. 
145-001  (81)).  Advance  payments  to  non¬ 
profit  organizations  are  authorized. 


The  authority  delegated  herein  is  to 
be  exercised  in  accordance  with  A.I.D. 
regulations,  procedures,  and  policies  in 
effect  at  the  time  the  authority  is 
exercises  and  is  not  in  derogation  of  the 
authority  of  the  Director,  Office  of 
Contract  Management,  to  exercise  any 
of  the  functions  herein  redelegated. 

This  redelegation  of  authority  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  signature. 

Dated:  June  22, 1981. 

Hugh  L.  Dwelley, 

Director  Office  of  Contract  Management 

|FR  Doc.  81-19383  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4710-02-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Antitrust  Division 

Competitive  Impact  Statement  and 
Final  Consent  Judgement;  Association 
of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents  (U.S.A.), 
Inc.,  and  Worldscale  Association 
(NYC),  Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  Section  16(b)  through  (h),  that 
a  proposed  Final  Judgment,  Stipulation 
and  Competitive  Impact  Statement  (CIS) 
(as  set  forth  below)  have  been  filed  with 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  in  United 
States  v.  Association  of  Ship  Brokers 
and  Agents  (U.S.A.),  Inc.  and 
Worldscale  Association  (NYC),  Inc.,  80 
Civ.  5520  (LWP).  The  Complaint  in  this 
case  alleged  that  the  Association  of  Ship 
Brokers  and  Agents  (ASBA)  and 
Worldscale  Association  (NYC),  Inc. 
(Worldscale  Association)  engaged  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy  to  fix  the 
brokerage  fees  charged  by  brokers  of  oil 
tankers,  in  violation  of  section  1  of  the 
Sherman  Act.  15  U.S.C.  1.  The  proposed 
Consent  Judgment  enjoins  both 
defendents  from  entering  into,  adhering 
to,  maintaining,  or  furthering  any 
contract,  agreement,  understanding, 
plan  or  program  to  fix,  maintain,  or 
stablize  the  fees  charged  by  oil  tanker 
brokers  for  rendering  oil  tanker 
brokerage  services.  The  proposed 
Judgment  enjoins  defendant  ASBA  from 
adopting,  maintaining,  publishing  or 
distributing  any  code  of  ethics  or  other 
document  defining  standards  of  conduct 
for  its  members  or  for  oil  tanker  brokers 
that  makes  any  recommendation, 
proposal  or'suggestion  with  respect  to 
the  fees  charged  or  to  be  charged  oil 
tanker  brokers  or  by  its  oil  tanker 
broker  members.  ASBA  is  required  to 
amend  its  code  of  ethics  to  comply  with 
the  proposed  Judgment.  The  proposed 
Judgment  enjoins  defendant  Worldscale 
Association  from  issuing,  creating, 


maintaining,  publishing,  or  perpetuating 
any  scale  or  system  of  calculations  of 
values  or  costs  of  tanker  voyages  that 
includes  a  fee  for  the  services  of  oil 
tanker  brokers. 

The  proposed  Judgment  also  places 
affirmative  burdens  on  defendants  to 
provide  notice  to  certain  enumerated 
persons  in  the  industry  of  this  decree  in 
order  to  avoid  a  repetition  of  the 
combination  and  conspiracy,  to 
eradicate  its  effects,  and  to  allow  the 
market  to  operate  freely.  Thus,  a  copy  of 
the  Judgment  must  be  furnished  to 
officers  and  members  of  ASBA,  as  well 
as  to  purchasers  and  users  of 
Worldscale  Association  publications. 
Worldscale  Association  must  also  send 
a  letter  to  its  purchasers  and  users 
notifying  them  that  commissions  for  oil 
tanker  brokerage  are  freely  negotiable. 
Finally,  under  the  proposed  Judgment 
the  Justice  Department  will  have  access, 
upon  reasonable  notice,  to  the  records 
and  personnel  of  ASBA  and  Worldscale 
Association  in  order  to  determine  their 
compliance  with  the  judgment. 

Public  comment  is  invited  within  the 
statutory  60-day  comment  period.  Such 
comments,  and  responses  thereto,  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
filed  with  the  Court.  Comments  should 
be  directed  to  Elliott  M.  Seiden.  Chief. 
Transportation  Section,  Antitrust 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  (Telephone: 
724-6349). 

Joseph  H.  Widman, 

Director  of  Operations  Antitrust  Division. 

United  States  District  Court  Southern  District 
of  New  York 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents 
(U.S.A.),  Inc.,  and  Worldscale  Association 
(NYC),  Inc.,  Defendants:  80  Civ.  5520  (LWP): 
Filed:  June  22, 1981. 

Stipulation 

It  is  stipulated  by  and  between  the 
undersigned  parties,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  that: 

1.  The  parties  consent  that  a  Final 
Judgment  in  the  form  hereto  attached  may  be 
filed  and  entered  by  the  Court,  upon  the 
motion  of  any  party  or  upon  the  Court's  own 
motion,  at  any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  16).  and  without 
further  notice  to  any  party  or  other 
proceedings,  provided  that  plaintiff  has  not 
withdrawn  its  consent,  which  it  may  do  at 
any  time  before  the  entry  of  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  by  serving  notice  thereof  on 
defendants  and  by  filing  that  notice  with  the 
Court. 

2.  In  the  event  plaintiff  withdraws  its 
consent  or  if  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is 
not  entered  pursuant  to  this  Stipulation,  this 
Stipulation  shall  be  of  no  effect  whatever  and 
the  making  of  this  Stipulation  shall  be 
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without  prejudice  to  any  party  in  this  or  any 
other  proceeding. 

Dated: 

For  the  plaintiff:  William  F.  Baxter, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Mark 
Leddy,  Charles  F.  B.  McAleer,  Elliott  M. 
Seiden,  James  R.  Weiss,  Attorneys, 

United  States  Department  of  Justice. 

For  the  defendants:  CLEARY,  GOTTLIEB, 
STEEN  &  HAMILTON:  Craig  W.  Conrath, 
Richard  A.  Feinstein,  Douglas  C.  Ross 
Attorneys,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  Antitrust  Division,  Washington, 
D.C.  20530. 

Curtis,  Mallet-Prevost,  Colt  &  Mosle: 

By:  James  Lamberton, 

Counsel  to  Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and 
Agents  (U.S.A.),  Inc. 

By:  T.  Barry  Kingham, 

Counsel  to  Worldscale  Association  (NYC), 

Inc. 

United  States  District  Court  Southern  District 
of  New  York 

United  States  of  America,  plaintiff,  v. 
Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents 
(U.S.A.),  Inc.,  and  Worldscale  Association 
(NYC),  Inc.,  Defendants:  80  Civ.  5520  (IWP); 
filed:  June  22, 1981. 

Final  Judgment 

Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  its  complaint  herein  on  September  30, 
1980,  and  plaintiff  and  defendants,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein  and  without  this  Final  Judgment 
constituting  any  evidence  against  or  an 
admission  by  any  party  with  respect  to  any 
such  issue; 

Now,  therefore,  before  the  taking  of  any 
testimony  and  without  trial  or  adjudication  of 
any  issue  of  fact  or  law  herein  and  upon 
consent  of  the  parties  hereto,  it  is  hereby, 
Ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  as  follows: 

I 

This  court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  subject 
matter  of  this  action  and  of  each  of  the 
parties  consenting  hereto.  The  Complaint 
states  a  claim  upon  which  relief  may  be 
granted  against  each  defendant  under  Section 

I  of  the  Sherman  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  1). 

II 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

(A)  “Person”  means  any  individual, 
partnership,  firm,  association,  corporation  or 
other  entity. 

(B)  ‘Tanker”  means  an  oceangoing  ship 
designed  and  used  for  the  carriage  of  liquids, 
including  petroleum  and  petroleum  products. 

(C)  “Tanker  owner"  means  any  person  who 
owns  or  otherwise  controls  a  tanker. 

(D)  “Charterer”  means  a  person  who  enters 
into  an  agreement  for  the  use  of  a  tanker  for  a 
specified  voyage  or  a  specified  period  of  time. 

(E)  "Fixture"  means  an  agreement  between 
a  tanker  owner  and  a  prospective  charterer 
for  the  chartering  of  a  tanker  for  a  specified 
period  of  time,  or  for  a  specified  voyage. 
Fixtures  for  specified  voyages  are  said  to  be 
“spot  market”  fixtures. 


(FJ  “Oil  tanker  broker”  or  "broker"  means 
a  person  regularly  engaged  in  arranging  and 
negotiating  fixtures  on  behalf  of  tanker 
owners  or  prospective  charterers. 

(G)  "Oil  tanker  broker  services”  means  the 
provision  of  services  by  oil  tanker  brokers  to 
tanker  owners  or  potential  tanker  charterers 
in  the  negotiations  concerning  spot  market 
fixtures,  and  associated  services. 

III 

This  Final  Judgment  applies  to  the 
defendants  and  to  their  officers,  directors, 
agents,  employees,  subsidiaries,  successors 
and  assigns,  and  to  all  other  persons  in  active 
concert  or  participation  with  any  of  them 
who  shall  have  received  actual  notice  of  this 
Final  Judgment  by  personal  service  or 
otherwise.  For  purposes  of  this  Section  III,  a 
member  of  defendant  Association  of  Ship 
Brokers  and  Agents  (U.S.A.),  Inc.  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  active  concert  or 
participation  solely  by  virtue  of  his,  her,  or  its 
membership. 

IV 

Defendant  Worldscale  Association  (NYC), 
Inc.  (hereinafter  Worldscale  Association) 
shall  require,  as  a  condition  of  the  sale  or 
other  disposition  of  all,  or  substantially  all,  of 
the  assets  used  by  it  in  creating,  maintaining, 
and  distributing  the  Worldwide  Tanker 
Nominal  Freight  Scale  (WORLDSCALE),  that 
the  acquiring  party  agree  to  be  bound  by  the 
provisions  of  this  Final  Judgment,  and  that 
such  agreement  be  filed  with  the  Court. 

V 

Defendants,  whether  acting  unilaterally  or 
in  concert  or  agreement  with  any  other 
person,  are  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
directly  or  indirectly  entering  into,  adhering 
to,  maintaining,  or  furthering  any  contract, 
agreement,  understanding,  plan,  or  program 
to  fix,  maintain,  or  stabilize  the  fees  or 
commissions  charged  by  oil  tanker  brokers 
for  rendering  oil  tanker  broker  services. 

VI 

Defendant  Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and 
Agents  (U.S.A.),  Inc.  (hereinafter  ASBA)  is 
enjoined  and  restrained  from  adopting, 
maintaining,  publishing  or  distributing  any 
code  of  ethics  or  other  document  defining 
standards  of  conduct  for  its  members  or  for 
oil  tanker  brokers  that  makes  any 
recommendation,  proposal,  or  suggestion 
with  respect  to  the  fees  charged  or  to  be 
charged  by  oil  tanker  brokers  or  by  its  oil 
tanker  broker  members. 

VII 

Defendant  ASBA  is  ordered  and  directed, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  of  the  entry  of  this 
Final  Judgment,  to  amend  its  Code  of  Ethics 
by  deleting  Canon  7,  which  states  “Unless 
otherwise  agreed  in  advance,  a  member's 
compensation  shall  not  exceed  that  which  is 
customary  for  the  services  rendered.” 

VIII 

Defendant  Worldscale  Association  is 
enjoined  and  restrained  from  issuing, 
creating,  maintaining,  publishing,  or 
perpetuating  any  scale  or  system  of 
calculation  of  values  or  costs  of  tanker 
voyages  (including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 


Worldwide  Tanker  Nominal  Freight  Scale,  or 
WORLDSCALE)  that  includes  as  a 
component  a  fee  or  commission  for  oil  tanker 
broker  services. 

IX 

Defendant  Worldscale  Association  is 
ordered  and  directed,  begining  with  the 
publication  of  its  January  1, 1982  edition,  to 
amend  its  method  of  calculation  of  the 
Worldwide  Tanker  Nomial  Freight  Scale,  or 
WORLDSCALE,  in  a  manner  necessary  to 
comply  with  Paragraph  VIII  of  this  Final 
Judgment  and  to  eliminate  any  component  or 
element  of  the  calculation  that  is  contrary  to 
or  inconsistent  with  any  provision  of  this 
Final  Judgment. 

X 

Defendant  ASBA  is  ordered  and  directed 
to: 

(A)  Furnish,  within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the 
date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  a  copy  of 
this  Final  Judgment  to  each  of  its  officers  and 
members;  and 

(B)  Furnish  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment  to 
each  person  who  becomes  a  member  of 
defendant  ASBA. 

XI 

Defendant  Worldscale  Association  is 
ordered  and  directed  to: 

(A)  Furnish,  within  thirty  days  of  the  entry 
of  this  Final  Judgment,  a  copy  of  this  Final 
Judgment  and  a  letter  identical  in  text  to  that 
contained  in  Appendix  A,  to  all  persons  in 
the  United  States  who,  for  the  years  1979, 

1980,  or  1981,  have  subscribed  to  the 
Worldwide  Tanker  Nominal  Freight  Scale 
(WORLDSCALE);  and 

(B)  Circulate  a  letter,  identical  in  text  to 
that  contained  in  Appendix  A,  with  each 
edition  of  WORLDSCALE  that  is  sent  to  a 
person  in  the  United  States,  for  a  period  of 
three  years  beginning  with  the  January  1, 

1982  edition. 

XII 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgement,  and 
subject  to  any  legally  recognized  privilege, 
from  time  to  time: 

(A)  Duly  authorized  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  shall,  upon  written 
request  of  the  Attorney  General  or  of  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice 
to  a  defendant  made  to  its  principal  office,  be 
permitted: 

(1)  Access  during  office  hours  of  such 
defendant  to  inspect  and  copy  all  books, 
ledgers,  accounts,  correspondence, 
memoranda  and  other  records  and 
documents  in  the  possession  or  under  the 
control  of  such  defendant,  who  may  have 
counsel  present,  relating  to  any  matters 
contained  in  this  Final  Judgment;  and 

(2)  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience 
of  such  defendant  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  from  it,  to  interview  officers, 
employees  and  agents  of  such  defendant, 
who  may  have  counsel  present,  regarding  any 
such  matters. 

(B)  Upon  the  written  request  of  the 
Attorney  General  or  of  the  Assistant  attorney 
General  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust  Division 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  luly  2,  1981  /  Notices 


34729 


made  to  a  defendant's  principal  office,  such 
defendant  shall  submit  such  written  reports, 
under  oath  if  requested,  with  respect  to  any 
of  the  matters  contained  in  this  Final 
Judgment  as  may  be  requested. 

No  information  or  documents  obtained  by 
the  means  provided  in  this  Section  XII  shall 
be  divulged  by  any  representative  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  any  person  other 
than  a  duly  authorized  representative  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  United  States,  except 
in  the  course  of  legal  proceedings  to  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  compliance  with  this 
Final  Judgment,  or  as  otherwise  required  by 
law. 

(C)  If  at  the  time  information  or  documents 
are  furnished  by  a  defendant  to  plaintiff,  such 
defendant  represents  and  identifies  in  writing 
the  material  in  any  such  information  or 
documents  to  which  a  claim  of  protection 
may  be  asserted  under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  and  said 
defendant  marks  each  pertinent  page  of  such 
material,  “Subject  to  claim  of  protection 
under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure,"  then  10  days  notice  shall  be 
given  by  plaintiff  to  such  defendant  prior  to 
divulging  such  material  in  any  legal 
proceeding  (other  than  a  grand  jury 
proceeding)  to  which  that  defendant  is  not  a 
party. 

XIII 

This  Final  Judgment  will  expire  on  the 
tenth  anniversary  of  its  date  of  entry  or,  with 
respect  to  any  particular  provision,  on  any 
earlier  date  specified. 


Jurisdication  is  retained  by  this  Court  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  any  of  the  parties  to 
this  Final  Judgment  to  apply  to  this  Court  at 
any  time  for  such  further  orders  or  directions 
as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the 
construction  or  carrying  out  of  this  Final 
Judgment,  for  the  modification  of  any  of  the 
provisions  hereof,  for  the  enforcement  of 
compliance  herewith,  and  for  the  punishment 
of  any  violation  hereof. 


Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Dated: 

United  States  District  Judge. 

Appendix  A 

Dear  Subscriber: 

On  September  30, 1980,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Justice  filed  a  lawsuit  against 
Worldscale  Association  (NYC)  Inc.  and  the 
Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents 
(U.S.A.),  Inc.  (ASBA).  That  lawsuit 
challenged  the  inclusion  of  a  brokerage  fee 
element  in  the  calculation  of  the  Worldwide 
Tanker  Nominal  Freight  Scale 
(“WORLDSCALE”)  as  a  violation  of  the 
antitrust  laws  of  the  United  States. 

That  lawsuit  has  now  been  settled  by  a 
consent  decree  among  the  Government, 
Worldscale  Association  (NYC)  Inc.,  and 
ASBA.  That  decree  does  not  in  any  way 
constitute  an  admission  or  finding  of 
violation  of  law  by  Worldscale  Association 
(NYC)  Inc. 


As  part  of  that  settlement.  Worldscale 
Association  (NYC)  Inc.  agreed  to  send  this 
notification  to  its  subscribers  for  the  years 
1979  through  1981  and  to  all  persons  who 
purchase  a  publication  of  Worldscale 
Association  (NYC)  Inc.  through  January  1, 

1985. 

This  notification  is  to  inform  you  of  the 
following: 

1.  Commissions  or  fees  for  oil  tanker 
brokerage  are  freely  negotiable  between  or 
among  the  parties  to  a  transaction. 

2.  Worldscale  Association  (NYC)  Inc.  takes 
no  position  as  to  what  constitutes  an 
appropriate  brokerage  commission. 

3.  Worldscale  Association  (NYC)  Inc.  takes 
no  position  with  respect  to  whether 
brokerage  commissions  should  be  paid  on 
differentials,  demurrage,  or  other  portions  of 
the  freight  charges  in  any  transaction. 

Sincerely  yours. 

United  States  District  Court  Southern  District 
of  New  York 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents 
(U.S.A.),  Inc.  and  Worldscale  Association 
(NYC),  Inc.,  defendants:  80  Civ.  5520  (LWP). 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 
Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  16(b), 
the  United  States  hereby  files  this 
Competitive  Impact  Statement,  relating  to  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  submitted  for  entry 
in  this  case.  The  defendants  have  stipulated 
their  accordance  of  the  proposed  Judgment. 

I 

The  Nature  and  Purpose  of  the  Proceeding 
On  September  30, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Justice  (Department)  filed  a  civl  antitrust  suit 
alleging  that  the  Association  of  Ship  Brokers 
and  Agents  (U.S.A.),  Inc.,  (ASBA)  and 
Worldscale  Association  (NYC),  Inc., 
(Worldscale  Association)  engaged  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy  to  fix  the 
brokerage  fees  charged  by  brokers  of  oil 
tankers,  in  violation  of  section  1  of  the 
Sherman  Act.  15  U.S.C.  §  1.  The  Department’s 
Complaint  charges  that  defendants  adopted, 
published,  circulated,  promoted,  and  used,  as 
part  of  a  nominal  scale  of  values  for  oil 
tanker  voyages,  a  fixed  brokerage 
commission  figure  for  arranging  charter 
voyages  of  oil  tankers  on  the  spot  market. 

The  Complaint  seeks  a  judgment  by  the 
court  declaring  that  the  defendants  have 
engaged  in  an  unlawful  combination  and 
conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade  in  violation  of 
the  Sherman  Act.  It  seeks  an  order  by  the 
court  that  will  enjoin  and  restrain  defendants 
from  engaging  in  such  activities,  or  in  other 
activities  having  a  similar  purpose  or  effect, 
in  the  future.  The  Complaint  also  asks  the 
court  to  order  defendants  ASBA  and 
Worldscale  Association  to  take  actions  to 
eradicate  the  effects  of  the  past  activities. 

II 

Description  of  the  Practices  Giving  Rise  to 
The  Alleged  Violations  of  the  Antitrust  Laws 
Oil  tankers  transport  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  from  oil  producing 
regions  of  the  world  to  the  United  States. 


When  a  firm  that  wishes  to  transport 
petroleum  does  not  own  a  suitable  and 
available  tanker,  or  have  one  on  long-term 
charter,  it  must  charter  a  tanker  on  the  spot 
market.  The  spot  market  for  tanker  charters 
consists  of  charterers  seeking  tankers  for 
single  voyages,  and  owners  with  tankers 
available  for  such  voyages.  An  agreement 
between  a  tanker  owner  and  a  charterer  is 
called  a  “fixture.” 

Oil  tanker  brokers  are  firms  that  are  in  the 
business  of  arranging  spot  market  fixtures  of 
oil  tankers.  A  charterer  will  generally  contact 
several  brokers  to  give  them  the  requirements 
for  the  voyage,  such  as  the  date  of  loading, 
the  destination,  and  the  size  of  tanker 
needed.  The  brokers,  in  competition  with  one 
another,  seek  to  locate  an  appropriate 
available  tanker,  generally  by  contacting 
other  brokers  who  represent  tanker  owners. 
The  charterer  and  the  owner,  or  owners,  then 
negotiate,  through  the  brokers,  until  an 
agreement  is  reached  as  to  the  price,  terms, 
and  conditions  of  the  charter.  Ordinarily, 
there  are  two  brokers  involved  in  a  spot 
market  transaction,  one  that  deals  primarily 
with  the  owner  and  one  that  deals  primarily 
with  the  charterer.  A  broker  usually  handles 
the  documentation  for  the  transaction,  and 
payment  for  the  charter  is  often  made  through 
the  broker. 

In  the  past,  the  brokers  involved  in  such  a 
transaction  have  usually  been  compensated 
by  a  commission  that  is  a  percentage  of  the 
total  freight  charges  due.  The  brokerage 
commission  in  the  vast  majority  of  such 
transactions  is  1V«  percent  per  broker,  or  2*4 
percent  on  typical  fixtures,  where  two 
brokers  are  involved. 

Defendant  ASBA  is  a  trade  association  of 
oil  tanker  brokers  and  others  in  maritime 
brokering  or  agency  representation 
businesses.  ASBA  has  a  Tanker  Committee 
which  includes  several  brokers  as  members. 
The  brokers  that  are  members  of  ASBA  are 
competitors,  and  most  brokers  in  the  United 
States  are  members  of  ASBA. 

Defendant  Worldscale  Association  was 
created  by  ASBA.  and  staffed  with  former 
ASBA  employees,  for  the  purpose  of 
sponsoring  and  maintaining  the  Worldwide 
Tanker  Nominal  Freight  Scale 
(WORLDSCALE)  in  the  United  States. 

WORLDSCALE  is  a  nominal  value  scale 
that  is  widely  used  in  quoting  prices  for 
tanker  charters.  WORLDSCALE  sets  forth 
nominal  per-ton  rates  for  tens  of  thousands  of 
possible  port-to-port  voyages.  Price 
quotations  for  charters  are  generally  made  in 
terms  of  the  WORLDSCALE  nominal  rate, 
which  is  called  WORLDSCALE  100.  Thus,  a 
charterer  might  offer  a  rate  equal  to  150 
percent  of  the  WORLDSCALE  nominal  rate. 
This  would  be  quoted  as  WORLDSCALE  ISO. 
Prices  quoted  and  charged  in  the  market  are 
both  above  and  below  WORLDSCALE  100. 
depending  on  the  size  and  characteristics  of 
the  vessel,  the  voyage,  and  supply  and 
demand. 

The  WORLDSCALE  nominal  rates  are 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  fuel  costs,  transit 
time,  port  charges,  and  so  on.  for  a  19.500  ton 
tanker.  The  characteristics  of  this  standard 
tanker,  which  is  much  smaller  than  most 
tankers  in  use  today,  remain  constant  in  the 
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calculation  of  every  edition  of 
WORLDSCALE.  Port  charges  and  fuel  prices, 
however,  are  updated  frequently. 
Consequently,  WORLDSCALE  is  useful  in 
two  ways.  First  WORLDSCALE  provides  a 
basis  by  which  rates  for  different  voyages 
may  readily  be  compared.  Second,  use  of 
WORLDSCALE  allows  Fixtures  conveniently 
to  be  agreed  upon  on  the  basis  of  a  range  of 
ports.  For  example,  a  price  may  be  quoted 
"from  a  Persian  Gulf  port  to  a  United  States 
Gulf  port, "without  specifying  different  prices 
for  each  possible  port  pair  to  reflect  the 
different  port  charges  or  distances  that  would 
be  involved. 

WORLDSCALE  was  first  published  in  1969. 
It  was  published  jointly  by  ASBA  and  a 
group  of  British  brokers.  WORLDSCALE 
replaced  the  two  previous  nominal  rate 
scales  which  had  been  maintained  separately 
by  ASBA  and  the  British  brokers. 
WORLDSCALE  therefore  represented  a 
merger  of  the  two  previous  nominal  rate 
scales,  one  of  which  contained  a  brokerage 
element  and  one  of  which  did  not.  When 
ASBA  and  the  British  brokers’  group  merged 
their  rate  scales,  they  decided  to  publish  a 
2‘/z  percent  brokerage  commission  element  in 
the  new  WORLDSCALE. 

Since  1969,  WORLDSCALE  has  been 
regularly  republished,  first  on  a  yearly  basis 
and  then;  after  1976,  at  six-month  intervals. 
ASBA  “spun  off’  a  group  to  publish  and 
sponsor  WORLDSCALE  in  the  United  States. 
This  group,  which  was  first  called  the 
Association  of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents 
(Worldscale),  Inc.,  is  defendant  Worldscale 
Association. 

Each  edition  of  WORLDSCALE  lists  the 
elements  that  go  into  its  calculation,  and  this 
list  includes  an  element  that  states, 
“Brokerage;  2.5  percent.”  WORLDSCALE 
thus  includes  a  regular  publication  of  the 
price  for  brokerage  services. 

Finally,  the  brokerage  commission  rate  set 
forth  in  WORLDSCALE  is  reinforced  by  the 
ASBA  Code  of  Ethics.  The  Code,  which 
applicants  for  ASBA  membership  agree  in 
writing  to  follow,  contains  the  provision  that 
"unless  otherwise  agreed  in  advance,  a 
member's  compensation  shall  not  exceed  that 
which  is  customary  for  the  services 
rendered.” 

The  Complaint  alleges  the  combination  and 
conspiracy  had  the  following  effects,  among 
others: 

(1)  the  commission  charged  for  oil  tanker 
brokerage  services  involved  in  the 
arrangement  of  oil  tanker  fixtures  has  been 
fixed,  stabilized  and  maintained  at  artificial 
and  noncompetitive  levels; 

(2)  price  competition  in  the  provision  of  oil 
tanker  brokerage  services  has  been 
restrained;  and 

(3)  purchasers  of  oil  tanker  brokerage 
services  have  been  deprived  of  the  benefit  of 
free  and  open  competition  in  the  market  for 
such  services. 

Ill 

Explanation  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 

The  United  States  and  the  defendants  have 
stipulated  that  a  Final  Judgment,  in  the  form 
filed  with  the  court,  may  be  entered  by  the 
court  at  any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act.  The 


proposed  Final  Judgment  provides  that  the 
entry  of  the  Final  Judgment  does  not 
constitute  any  evidence  against,  or  admission 
by,  any  party  with  respect  to  any  issue  of  law 
or  fact.  Under  the  provisions  of  Section  2(e) 
of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
entry  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is 
conditioned  upon  the  court  finding  that  its 
entry  will  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  contains  two 
principal  forms  of  relief.  First,  defendants  are 
enjoined  from  repeating  the  behavior  that 
characterized  the  combination  and 
conspiracy.  Second,  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  places  affirmative  burdens  on 
defendants  to  provide  certain  affected 
persons  in  the  industry  with  notice  of  this 
action  and  decree  in  order  to  avoid  a 
repetition  of  the  combination  and  conspiracy, 
to  eradicate  its  effects,  and  to  allow  the 
market  to  operate  freeely. 

A.  prohibited  Conduct. 

Section  V  of  the  Proposed  Final  Judgment 
prohibits  defendants,  whether  acting 
unilaterally  or  with  any  other  person,  from 
entering  into,  adhering  to,  maintaining,  or 
furthering  any  contract,  agreement, 
understanding,  plan,  or  program  to  fix, 
maintain,  or  stabilize  the  fees  charged  by  oil 
tanker  brokers  for  rendering  oil  tanker  broker 
services. 

Section  VI  enjoins  and  restrains  defendant 
ASBA  from  adopting,  maintaining,  publishing 
and  distributing  any  code  of  ethics  or  other 
document  defining  standards  of  conduct  for 
its  members  or  for  oil  tanker  brokers  that 
makes  any  recommendation,  proposal,  or 
suggestion  with  respect  to  the  fees  charged  or 
to  be  charged  by  oil  tanker  brokers  or  by  its 
oil  tanker  broker  member. 

Section  VIII  enjoins  and  restrains 
defendant  Worldscale  Association  from 
issuing,  creating,  maintaining,  publishing,  or 
perpetuating  any  scale  or  system  of 
calculation  of  values  or  costs  of  tanker 
voyages  that  includes  a  fee  for  the  services  of 
oil  tanker  brokers. 

B.  Affirmative  Obligations  of  the 
Defendants. 

Section  VII  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
orders  and  directs  defendant  ASBA,  within 
sixty  (60)  days  of  the  entry  of  the  Final 
Judgment,  to  amend  its  code  of  ethics  by 
deleting  the  provision  in  its  code  of  ethics 
that  states  “Unless  otherwise  agreed  in 
advance,  a  member’s  compensation  shall  not 
exceed  that  which  is  customary  for  the 
services  rendered.” 

Section  IX  orders  and  directs  Worldscale 
Association  to  amend  its  method  of 
calculation  of  WORLDSCALE  in  a  manner 
necessary  to  comply  with  Section  VIII  and  to 
eliminate  any  component  or  element  of  the 
calculation  that  is  inconsistent  with  any 
provision  of  the  Final  Judgment,  beginning 
with  its  January  1, 1982  edition.  This  section 
will  require  Worldscale  Association  to 
remove  the  brokerage  element  from  its 
method  of  calculation  of  WORLDSCALE. 

Section  X  orders  and  directs  defendant 
ASBA  to  furnish,  within  thirty  (30)  days  from 
the  date  of  entry  of  the  Final  Judgment,  a 
copy  of  the  Final  Judgment  to  each  of  its 
officers  and  members  and  to  furnish  a  copy 
of  this  Final  Judgment  to  each  person  who 
becomes  a  member  of  defendant  ASBA. 


Section  XI  orders  and  directs  defendant 
Worldscale  Association  to  furnish,  within 
thirty  (30)  days  of  the  entry  of  the  Final 
Judgment,  a  copy  of  the  Final  Judgment  to  all 
persons  in  the  United  States  who  have, 
within  the  last  three  years,  subscribed  to 
WORLDSCALE.  Under  section  XI, 

Worldscale  Association  is  also  directed  to 
send  a  letter  to  such  persons  notifying  them 
that  commissions  for  oil  tanker  brokerage  are 
freely  negotiable,  and  that  Worldscale 
Association  takes  no  position  on  what  level 
brokerage  commissions  should  be  or  how 
they  should  be  computed.  This  letter  will  also 
be  sent  to  all  United  States  subscribers  to 
WORLDSCALE  with  each  new  edition  of 
WORLDSCALE  for  three  years. 

Finally,  under  Section  XII  of  the  proposed. 
Final  Judgment,  the  Justice  Department  will 
have  access,  upon  reasonable  notice,  to  the 
records  and  personnel  of  defendant  ASBA 
and  defendant  Worldscale  Association  in 
order  to  determine  their  compliance  with  the 
Judgment. 

C.  Scope  of  Proposed  Judgment. 

(1)  Persons  Bound  by  the  Decree.  The 
proposed  Final  Judgment  expressly  provides 
in  Section  III  that  its  provisions  apply  to  the 
defendants,  and  to  their  officers,  directors, 
agents,  employees,  subsidiaries,  successors 
and  assigns,  and  to  all  other  persons  in  active 
concert  or  participation  with  any  of  them 
who  receive  actual  notice  of  the  Final 
Judgment.  Section  III  also  provides  that,  for 
purposes  of  Section  III,  a  member  of  ASBA 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  active  concert  or 
participation  solely  by  virtue  of  his,  or  its 
membership.  Section  IV  of  the  Judgment 
prohibits  defendant  Worldscale  Association 
from  selling  or  transferring  all  or 
substantially  all  of  its  assets  used  by  it  in 
creating,  maintaining,  and  distributing 
WORLDSCALE,  unless  the  acquiring  party 
files  with  the  court  its  consent  to  be  bound  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Judgment. 

(2)  Duration  of  the  Decree.  Section  XIII 
provides  that  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
will  expire  on  the  tenth  anniversary  of  its 
date  of  entry. 

D.  Effect  of  the  Proposed  Judgment  on 
Competition. 

WORLDSCALE  is  a  joint  activity  among  oil 
tanker  brokers  and  is  in  large  part  useful  as  it 
permits  the  market  for  oil  tankers  to  operate 
efficiently.  WORLDSCALE  contains  one 
element,  however,  that  is  unnecessary  to 
operation  of  WORLDSCALE  or  to  the  smooth 
working  of  the  oil  tanker  market.  This  is  the 
agreement  among  brokers  to  publish  a  price 
for  brokerage  services  as  a  part  of 
WORLDSCALE.  The  proposed  Final 
Judgment,  by  eliminating  this  element,  will 
eradicate  the  anticompetitive  effects  of 
publishing  an  agreed  price  for  brokerage 
services,  yet  it  will  leave  untouched  the 
useful  functions  of  WORLDSCALE. 

Thus,  the  terms  of  Sections  V,  VI,  VII,  VIII, 
and  IX  of  the  proposed  Judgment  are 
designed  to  ensure  that  oil  tanker  brokers 
will  act  independently  in  determining  the  fees 
for  their  services,  and  that  neither  ASBA  nor 
Worldscale  Association  will  in  any  way 
suggest,  maintain,  or  recommend  adherence 
to  a  fixed  fee  for  such  services.  The 
affirmative  obligations  of  section  X  are 
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designed  to  ensure  that  officers  and  members 
of  ASBA  are  aware  of  this  proposed  Final 
Judgment.  The  provisions  of  Section  XI  are 
designed  to  ensure  that  persons  in  the  United 
States  who  have  subscribed  to 
WORLDSCALE  within  the  last  three  years 
are  aware  of  this  proposed  Final  Judgment 
and  of  the  fact  that  fees  are  freely  negotiable. 
Compliance  with  the  proposed  Judgment  will 
prevent  collective  action  by  brokers  on  fees 
to  be  charged  for  the  provision  of  oil  tanker 
broker  services.  Compliance  will  not  impinge 
on  the  useful  functions  that  WORLDSCALE 
serves. 


Remedies  Available  to  Potential  Private 
Plaintiffs 

After  entry  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
any  potential  private  plaintiff  who  might 
have  been  damaged  by  the  alleged  violations 
will  retain  the  same  right  to  sue  for  monetary 
damages  and  any  other  legal  and  equitable 
remedies  which  he  may  have  had  if  the 
proposed  Judgment  had  not  been  entered. 

The  proposed  Judgment  may  not  be  used, 
however,  as  prima  facie  eyidence  in  private 
litigiation.  pursuant  to  Section  5(a)  of  the 
Clayton  Act,  as  amended.  15  U.S.C.  §  16(a). 

V 

Procedures  A  vailable  for  Modification  of  the 
Proposed  Consent  Judgment 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  is  subject  to 
a  stipulation  between  the  Government  and 
defendants  ASBA  and  Worldscale 
Association  which  provides  that  the 
Government  may  withdraw  its  consent  to  the 
proposed  Judgment  any  time  before  entry  of 
the  proposed  Judgment.  By  its  terms,  the 
proposed  Judgment  also  provides  for  the 
court's  retention  of  jurisdiction  of  this  action 
in  order  to  permit  any  of  the  parties  to  apply 
to  the  court  for  such  orders  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  modification 
of  the  Final  Judgment. 

As  provided  by  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  §  16,  any  person 
wishing  to  comment  upon  the  proposed 
Judgment  may  submit,  within  the  statutory 
sixty-day  period,  written  comments  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Justice, 
Attention:  Elliott  M.  Seiden,  Chief, 
Transportation  Section,  Antitrust  Division, 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530.  Such  comments,  and  the  Government’s 
response  to  them,  will  be  filed  with  the  court 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
Government  will  evaluate  all  such  comments 
to  determine  whether  there  is  any  reason  for 
withdrawal  of  its  consent  to  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment. 


Alternative  to  the  Proposed  Final  Judgment 
The  alternative  to  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  considered  by  the  Antitrust 
Division  was  a  full  trial  of  the  issues  on  the 
merits  and  on  relief.  The  Antitrust  Division 
considers  the  substantive  language  of  the 
proposed  Judgment  to  be  of  sufficient  scope 
and  effectiveness  to  make  litigation  on  the 
issues  unnecessary,  as  the  Judgment  provides 
appropriate  relief  against  the  violations 
alleged  in  the  complaint.  The  proposed 


judgment  contains  substantially  all  the  relief 
that  was  requested  in  the  Complaint. 


Determinative  Materials  and  Documents 
No  materials  or  documents  were 
considered  determinative  by  the  United 
States  in  formulating  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment.  Therefore,  none  is  being  filed 
pursuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act.  15  U.S.C.  §  16(b). 

Craig  W.  Conrath,  Richard  A.  Feinstein, 
Douglas  C.  Ross,  Attorneys,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  Antitrust 
Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20044, 
Telephone  (202)  724-6655. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19382  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Pollution  Control;  Consent  Decree;  and 
of  the  Kansas  State  Implementation 
Plan 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Policy,  28  CFR  §  50.7,  38  FR  19029,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  June  8, 1981,  a 
proposed  consent  decree  in  United 
States  of  America  v.  Kansas  City, 

Kansas  Board  of  Public  Utilities,  Civil 
Action  No.  80-4088  (D.  Kan.),  was 
lodged  with  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Kansas.  The 
proposed  consent  decree  requires  the 
Kansas  City,  Kansas  Board  of  Public 
Utilities  (“BPU”)  to  install  continuous 
monitoring  systems  for  measuring 
opacity  on  its  Quindaro  Station  Units 
Q-3-1  and  Q-3-2,  and  to  conduct  and 
complete  compliance  tests  on  these 
units  by  August  31, 1981.  No  later  than 
October  15, 1981,  BPU  must  determine 
the  permanent  load  level  of  operation 
for  continuous  compliance  on  coal  fuel 
and  submit  written  reports  of  the 
compliance  tests. 

As  BPU’s  Quindaro  Station  Unit  Q-21 
is  not  operating,  and  its  Quindaro 
Station  Unit  Q-22  is  operated  on  gas, 
BPU  has  agreed  neither  to  reactivate 
Unit  Q-21,  nor  to  operate  Unit  Q-22  on 
coal,  without  written  notification  to,  and 
approval  from,  Region  VII  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA). 
In  addition,  under  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  consent  decree  BPU  agrees  to 
pay  a  $50,000.00  (fifty  thousand  dollars) 
civil  penalty  by  or  before  October  15, 
1981,  and  to  pay  stipulated  penalties  of 
$500.00  (five  hundred  dollars)  for  each 
day  BPU  fails  to  comply  with  specific 
terms  of  the  decree  unless  BPU 
demonstrates  that  such  failure  to  comply 
is  unforseeable  and  beyond  BPU’s 
control. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  Federal  Building,  444 
Quincy  Street,  Topeka,  Kansas  66683;  at 
the  Region  VII  Office  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 


Enforcement  Division,  1735  Baltimore 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  G4108;  or 
at  the  Environmental  Enforcement 
Section,  Land  and  Natual  Resources 
Division,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  Tenth  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Room  1254,  Washington. 
D.C.  20530.  A  copy  of  the  proposed 
decree  may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by 
mail  from  the  Environmental 
Enforcement  Section,  Land  and  Natual 
Resources  Division,  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Justice. 

The  United  States  Department  of 
Justice  will  receive  written  comments 
relating  to  the  proposed  consent  decree 
for  a  period  of  thirty  (30)  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and  should 
refer  to  United  States  v.  Kansas  City, 
Kansas  Board  of  Public  Utilities,  Civil 
No.  80-4088  (D.  Kan.),  DJ  Ref.  No.  90-5- 
2-1-287. 

Carol  E.  Dinkins, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-13381  Filed  7-1-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Pollution  Control;  Consent  Decree:  To 
Require  Compliance  by  the 
Hammermill  Paper  Company  With 
General  Pretreatment  Requirements 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  §  50.7,  38  19029,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  June  17, 1981,  a 
proposed  consent  decree  between  the 
United  States  and  Hammermill  Paper 
Company,  in  United  States  v.  The  Erie 
Sewer  Authority,  the  City  of  Erie.  The 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
Hammermill  Paper  Company  (W.D.  Pa., 
No.  76-136)  was  lodged  with  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania.  The  proposed 
consent  decree  settles  a  lawsuit  filed  by 
the  United  States  on  behalf  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(“EPA”)  against  the  Hammermill  Paper 
Company.  The  lawsuit  alleged  violations 
by  Hammermill  of  the  Clean  Water  Act 
and  the  general  pretreatment  regulations 
applicable  to  industrial  dischargers  as  a 
result  of  Hammennill’s  discharges  to  the 
Erie  wastewater  treatment  plant  A 
separate  consent  decree  between  the 
United  States,  City  of  Erie,  Erie  Sewer 
Authority  and  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  settling  violations  of  the 
NPDES  permit  at  the  Erie  wastewater 
treatment  plant  was  lodged  with  the 
District  Court  on  May  15, 1981  and 
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noticed  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June, 
1981.  46  FR  30002. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
consent  decree  with  Hammermill  Paper 
Company,  the  Company  agrees  to 
reduce  its  flow  and  loadings  of  basic 
oxygen  demand  (“BOD5”)  and  total 
suspended  solids  ("TSS”)  to  the  plant  so 
that  by  January  1, 1984  flow  will  be  15.3 
million  gallons  per  day,  BODs  will  be 
66.000  lbs/day  monthly  average  and  TSS 
will  be  33,000  lbs/day  monthly  average. 
Hammermill  is  the  single  largest 
industrial  discharger  to  the  plant.  In 
order  to  accomplish  these  reductions. 
Hammermill  has  agreed  to  a 
construction  schedule  for  the 
installation  of  varous  treatment 
processes  at  its  paper  plant,  including  a 
brown  stock  washer  addition, 
improvements  to  the  causticizing 
system,  expansion  of  the  evaporation 
plant  and  construction  of  a  new  pulp 
mill  clarifier.  Hammermill  also  agrees  to 
pay  the  amount  of  $25,000  to  the  United 
States  Treasury  in  settlement  of  the 
Complaint  and  to  be  liable  for  stipulated 
penalties  of  up  to  $10,000  per  day  for 
violations  of  construction  schedules  and 
reporting  requirements  in  the  decree. 
Further,  Hammermill  agrees  to  complete 
a  modification  of  an  agreement  with  the 
City  of  Erie  and  the  Erie  Sewer 
Authority  which  sets  limits  on  the 
amount  of  flow  and  leadings  of  BOD5 
and  TSS  which  it  can  discharge  to  the 
plant.  The  parties  reserve  the  right  to 
petition  the  Court  for  modification  of  the 
decree  if  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  issues  an  NPDES  permit 
for  the  treatment  plant  which  differs 
from  a  draft  attached  to  the  decree. 

This  decree  was  negotiated  separately 
from  the  decree  with  the  City  of  Erie, 
Erie  Sewer  Authority  and 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  but  the 
provisions  of  both  decrees  are 
consistent  and  compatible. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  Clerk’s  office,  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania,  United  States 
Courthouse,  Sixth  and  State  Streets, 

Erie,  Pennsylvania  16501  and  at  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division  of 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Room  1252, 
Ninth  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20530.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  decree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Land  Natural  Resources  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.  There  is  a 
copying  charge  of  $3.10  reflecting  a  rate 
of  $.10  per  page  for  the  31-page  decree 


and  attachment.  Checks  should  be  made 
payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
written  comments  relating  to  the 
proposed  consent  decree  for  a  period  of 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  this 
notice.  Comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land 
and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530,  and  should  refer  to  United  States 
v.  The  Erie  Sewer  Authority,  et  al„  D.J. 
Ref.  90-5-1-1-609.  ' 

Carol.  E.  Dinkins, 

Assistant  Attorney  General  Land  and  Natural 
Resources  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19349  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  441O-01-M 


Attorney  General's  Task  Force  on 
Violent  Crime;  Meeting 

The  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on 
Violent  Crime  will  meet  from  9:00  am 
until  5:00  pm  on  July  21  and  22, 1981  in 
the  Biscayne  Ballroom  of  the  Sonesta 
Beach  Hotel,  350  Ocean  Drive,  Key 
Biscayne,  Florida. 

The  morning  of  the  first  day  will  be 
devoted  to  a  discussion  by  the  Task 
Force  members  of  ways  in  which  the 
federal  government  could  do  more  to 
combat  violent  crime,  with 
consideration  of  possible  changes  in 
federal  statutes  and  resource  allocations 
to  make  the  federal  role  more  effective. 

On  the  afternoon  of  the  first  day  and 
on  the  second  day  the  Task  Force  will 
take  public  testimony  on  a  wide  range  of 
criminal  justice  issues,  with  special 
emphasis  on  narcotics  and  corrections 
problems. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Approximately  200  seats  will  be 
available  for  the  public  and  media 
representatives  on  a  first-come  first- 
served  basis.  Persons  interested  in 
testifying  or  with  inquiries  should 
contact  the  Committee  Management 
Liaison  Officer,  Attorney  General’s  Task 
Force  on  Violent  Crime,  U.S. 

Department  of  Justice,  Room  4418, 
Washington,  DC  20530  (telephone  202 / 
633-1617). 

Jeffrey  Harris, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19558  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

Importation  of  Controlled  Substances; 
Application 

Pursuant  to  Section  1008  of  the 
Controlled  Substance  Import  and  Export 


Act  (21  U.S.C.  958(h)),  the  Attorney 
General  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a 
registration  under  this  section  to  a  bulk 
manufacturer  of  a  controlled  substance 
in  schedule  I  or  II,  and  prior  to  issuing  a 
regulation  under  section  1002(a) 
authorizing  the  importation  of  such  a 
substance,  provide  manufacturers 
holding  registrations  for  the  bulk 
manufacture  of  the  substance  an 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

Therefore  in  accordance  with 
§  1311.42  of  Title  21,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (CFR),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  April  27, 1981,  McNeilab, 
Inc.,  803  East  Fourth  Street,  Wilmington, 
Delaware  19801,  made  application  to  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration  to  be 
registered  as  an  importer  of  the  basic 
class  of  controlled  substances  listed 
below: 

Drug  Schedule 

Raw  Opium  (9600) .  II. 

Concentrate  of  Poppy  Straw  II. 

(9670). 

Any  other  such  applicant,  and  any 
person  who  is  presently  registered  with 
DEA  to  bulk  manufacture  such 
substances,  may  file  comments  or 
objections  to  the  issuance  of  the  above 
application  and  may  also  file  a  written 
request  for  a  hearing  thereon  in 
accordance  with  21  CFR  1301.54  and  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  21  CFR  1316.47. 

McNeil  has  submitted  background 
information  which  indicates  the  April 
27, 1981,  application  is  essentially 
identical  to  its  previous  application, 
dated  June  28, 1978,  except  for  plant 
location,  plant  construction,  proposed 
security  plans,  and  compliance  with 
applicable  state  and  local  laws.  The 
Administrator  approved  McNeil’s  June 
28, 1978,  application  contingent  upon  the 
firm’s  completion  of  all  actions 
necessary  for  compliance  with  the 
pertinent  rules  and  regulations.  This 
decision  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  15, 1981  (46  FR  22089). 
McNeil’s  representatives  indicated  the 
firm  would  withdraw  its  June  28, 1978 
application  for  registration  as  a  bulk 
manufacturer  if  approval  of  the  April  27, 
1981  application  for  registration  as  a 
bulk  manufacturer  is  granted. 

Any  such  comment,  objection  or 
request  for  a  hearing  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  1405  I  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537,  Attention: 
DEA  Federal  Register  Representative 
(Room  1203),  and  must  be  filed  no  later 
than  August  6, 1981.  __ 
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Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Marion  W.  Hambrick, 

Acting  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19520  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-09-M 


Manufacturer  of  Controlled 
Substances;  Application 

Pursuant  to  §  1301.43(a)  of  Title  21  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR), 
this  is  notice  that  on  November  18, 1980, 
Upjohn  Company,  7171  Portage  Road, 
Kalamazoo,  Michigan  49001,  made 
application  to  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  (DEA)  for  registration  as 
a  bulk  manufacturer  of  the  basic  class  of 
controlled  substances  listed  below: 

Drug  Schedule 

Methamphetamine  (1105) .  II 

2,5-Dimethoxyamphetamine  I. 

(7396). 

Any  other  such  applicant,  and  any 
person  who  is  presently  registered  with 
DEA  to  manufacture  such  substances, 
may  file  comments  or  objections  to  the 
issuance  of  the  above  application  and 
may  also  file  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  thereon  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  1301.54  and  in  the  form  prescribed 
by  21  CFR  1316.47. 

Any  such  comments,  objections  or 
requests  for  a  hearing  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  1405  I  Street, 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537,  Attention: 
DEA  Federal  Register  Representative 
(Room  1203),  and  must  be  filed  no  later 
than  August  6, 1981. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Marion  W.  Hambrick, 

Acting  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19521  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

SUING  CODE  4410-09-M 


Manufacturer  of  Controlled 
Substances;  Application 

Pursuant  to  §  1301.43(a)  of  Title  21  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR), 
this  is  notice  that  on  April  27, 1981, 
McNeilab,  Inc.,  803  East  Fourth  Street, 
Wilmington,  Delaware  19801  (McNeil), 
made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  (DEA)  for 
Registration  as  a  bulk  manufacturer  of 
the  following  Schedule  II  substances: 


Drug  Schedule 

Codeine  (9050) .  II. 

Oxycodone  (9143) _ II. 

Morphine  (9300) _  II. 

Thebaine  (9333) _  II. 

Opium  Extract  (9610) _  II. 

Opium  Fluid  Extract  (9620) .  II. 

Opium  Tincture  (9630) .  II. 

Opium  Powdered  (9639) .  II. 

Opium  Granulated  (9640) .  II. 

Concentrate  of  Poppy  Straw  II. 

(9670). 

Any  other  such  applicant,  and  any 
person  who  is  presently  registered  with 
DEA  to  bulk  manufacture  such 
substances,  may  file  comments  or 
objections  to  the  issuance  of  the  above 
application  and  may  also  file  a  written 
request  for  a  hearing  thereon  in 
accordance  with  21  CFR  1301,54  and  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  21  CFR  1316.47. 

McNeil  has  submitted  background 
information  which  indicates  the  April 
27, 1981  application  is  essentially 
identical  to  its  previous  application, 
dated  June  28, 1978,  except  for  plant 
location,  plant  construction,  proposed 
security  plans,  and  compliance  with 
applicable  state  and  local  laws.  The 
Administrator  approved  McNeil’s  June 
28, 1978  application  contingent  upon  the 
firm’s  completion  of  all  actions 
necessary  for  compliance  with  the 
pertinent  rules  and  regulations.  This 
decision  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  15, 1981  (46  FR  22089). 
McNeil’s  representatives  indicated  the 
firm  would  withdraw  its  June  28, 1981 
application  for  registration  as  a  bulk 
manufacturer  if  approval  of  its  April  27, 
1981  application  for  registration  as  a 
bulk  manufacturer  is  granted. 

Any  such  comment,  objection  or 
request  for  a  hearing  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  1405  I  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537, 
Attention:  DEA  Federal  Register 
Representative  (Room  1203),  and  must 
be  filed  no  later  than  August  6. 1981. 

Dated:  June  28, 1981. 

Marion  W.  Hambrick, 

Acting  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19522  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-09-M 


INTERNATIONAL  COMMUNICATION 
AGENCY 

Culturally  Significant  Objects  Imported 
for  Exhibition;  Determination 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
determination:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  act  of  October  19, 


1965  (79  Stat.  985,  22  U.S.C.  2459)  and 
Executive  Order  12047  of  March  27, 1978 
(43  FR  13359,  March  29, 1978),  I  hereby 
determine  that  the  objects  in  the  exhibit 
“The  Golden  Age  of  Naples:  Art  and 
Civilization  Under  the  Bourbons,  1734- 
1805”  (included  in  the  list 1  Bled  as  a 
part  of  this  determination),  imported 
from  abroad  for  the  temporary 
exhibition  without  profit  within  the 
United  States  are  of  cultural 
significance.  These  objects  are  imported 
pursuant  to  loan  agreements  between 
the  Founders  Society  Detroit  Institute  of 
Arts  and  the  foreign  lenders.  I  also 
determine  that  the  temporary  exhibition 
or  display  of  the  listed  exhibit  objects  at 
the  Detroit  Institute  of  Arts,  Detroit, 
Michigan,  beginning  on  or  about  August 
10, 1981,  to  on  or  about  November  1, 
1981,  and  at  the  Art  Institute  of  Chicago, 
Chicago,  Illinois,  beginning  on  or  about 
December  21, 1981,  to  on  or  about  March 
8, 1982,  in  the  national  interest. 

Public  notice  of  this  determination  is 
ordered  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Dated:  June  30. 1981. 

Gilbert  A.  Robinson, 

Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19608  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  8230-01-M 


NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
HUMANITIES 

Presidential  Task  Force  on  the  Arts 
and  Humanities;  Meetings 

June  29, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
meeting  of  the  Presidential  Task  Force 
on  the  Arts  and  Humanities.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  consider 
ways  that  private  sector  support  for  the 
arts  and  humanities  can  help  offset 
budget  cuts  at  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Humanities  and  the  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts.  The  agenda  for 
the  Task  Force  will  also  be  considered. 

The  Eastern  Regional  meeting  will 
convene  at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday  July  13, 
1981  at  the  Lawyers  Lounge  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  United  States  Supreme 
Court  Building,  1  First  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  DC. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  however,  because  seating  is 
limited  to  25  persons,  members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  attend  should  call 
Jeanne  Rhinelander  of  the  Presidential 
Task  Force  on  the  Arts  and  Humanities 
at  (202)  395-6830  to  reserve  a  seat  no 


'  An  itemized  Kst  of  objects  included  in  the 
exhibit  is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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sooner  than  July  2,  and  no  later  than  July 
7. 1981. 

Because  the  Presidential  Task  Force 
on  the  Arts  and  Humanities  was 
established  by  Executive  Order  12308  of 
-June  5. 1981  with  a  mandate  to  terminate 
on  September  30, 1981,  it  was  not 
possible  to  schedule  these  meetings  in 
time  to  give  15  days  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Stephen J.  McCleary, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19484  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  7536-01-M 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  81-27] 

Reports,  Recommendations, 
Responses;  Availability 

Pipeline  Accident  Report 

Union  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  Natural  Gas  Explosion  and 
Fire,  Simon  Kenton  High  School, 
Independence,  Kentucky,  October  9, 

1980  (NTSB-PAR-81-1). — As  a  result  of 
its  investigation,  the  Board  issued  on 
May  13  the  following  recommendations 
to- 

Union  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company: 
Improve  company  procedures  for  identifying 
all  service  lines  connected  to  natural  gas 
distribution  systems  to  be  uprated,  and 
include  in  areas  where  there  are  more  than 
one  gas  main  the  procedure  of  testing 
pipelines  by  pressure  differential,  which  will 
locate  those  customers  who  cannot  be 
located  by  routine  procedures.  (P-81-1) 
Include  procedures  for  rapid  and  complete 
shutdown  in  an  emergency  in  written 
company  uprating  plans.  (P-81-2) 

Incorporate  a  specific  requirement  for  curb 
box  inspections  in  the  company’s  annual  gas 
meter/regulator  inspections,  in  accordance 
with  the  Kentucky  Energy  Regulator., 
Commission  regulations.  (Class  II,  Priority 
Action)  (P-81-3) 

Revise  installation  procedures  for  gas 
meter  set  assemblies  installed  inside  of  a 
building  to  require  that  the  shutoff  valve  is 
located  on  the  outside  of  the  building.  This 
requirement  should  be  carried  out  for  new 
installations  and  routine  replacements,  and 
where  possible,  for  priority  retrofitting  of 
installations  serving  schools,  churches, 
hospitals,  and  other  places  of  public 
assembly.  (P-81-4) 

Provide  adequate  training  for  gas  company 
employees  who  are  in  charge  of  public 
building  inspections  so  that  all  company 
facilities  are  properly  inspected.  (P-81-6) 
Conduct  a  system-wide  inspection  of 
unrestrained  compression  couplings  on  gas 
meter  set  assemblies  for  conformance  with 
the  manufacturer's  installation 
recommendations  and  all  pertinent 
regulations.  (P-81-6) 

Institute  quality  controls  to  increase  the 
accuracy  of  company  records,  including 


verification  of  field  reports  and  of  written 
records  and  maps  transferred  to 
computerized  records.  (P-81-7) 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation:  Expedite  final  rulemaking  on 
Docket  No.  P9-61  regarding  the  maintenance 
of  maps  and  records,  and  include  a  provision 
for  the  retention  of  maps  and  records.  (P-81- 
8) 

Initiate  rulemaking  to  require  the 
installation  of  excess  flow  valves  on  all 
newly  installed  or  renewed  high-pressure  gas 
distribution  system  service  lines  with  priority 
given  to  service  lines  supplying  schools, 
churches,  and  other  places  of  public 
assembly.  (P-81-9) 

During  routine  annual  inspection  activities, 
verify  gas  company  compliance  with  49  CFR 
192.615(a)(6)  and  enforce  this  regulation 
where  it  is  needed.  (P-81-10) 

American  Gas  Association:  Advise  its 
member  companies  of  the  circumstances  of 
this  accident,  and  urge  them  to  include  in 
their  training  programs  information  for  their 
own  personnel  and  local  firefighting 
personnel  regarding  the  hazards  of  secondary 
explosions  or  fire  which  may  exist  if  the  gas 
supply  is  not  shut  down.  (P-81-11) 

Advise  its  member  companies  to  check 
unrestrained  compression  couplings  on  gas 
meter  set  assemblies  in  buildings  for 
conformance  with  the  manufacturer's 
installation  recommendations  and  industry 
standards.  (P-81-12) 

Safety  Effectiveness  Evaluation 

The  Improvement  of  Nighttime 
Conspicuity  of  Railroad  Trains  (NTSR- 
SEE-81-3). — As  a  result  of  its 
evaluation,  the  Board  on  April  13 
recommended  that  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration: 

Develop  and  issue  an  advance  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  within  6  months  inviting 
comments  on  the  improvement  of  nighttime 
train  car  and  locomotive  visibility  at  grade 
crossings  to  aid  in  preventing  accidents  in 
which  motor  vehicles  run  into  the  sides  of 
trains  at  night.  Comments  regarding  the 
potential  benefits  of  applying  reflective 
devises  or  materials  to  the  sides  of  train  cars 
and  locomotives  should  be  particularly 
solicited.  (R-81-39) 

In  cooperation  with  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  the  National  Committee  on' 
Uniform  Traffic  Control  Devises,  and  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  plan  and 
institute  a  research  program  to  establish 
criteria  for  reflectorization  devises  and 
materials  for  installation  on  the  sides  of  train 
cars  and  locomotives.  Such  criteria  should  be 
designed  for  use  in  either  voluntary  or ' 
mandatory  programs.  Such  research  should 
include  size,  colors,  placement,  symbol  or 
message,  brightness,  expected  life, 
maintenance,  and  relationship  to  other 
reflectorized  materials  used  on  trains  for 
commercial  purposes.  (R-81-40) 

Each  of  the  above-listed 
recommendations  is  designated  “Class 
II.  Priority  Action." 


Recommendations  Issued 

R-81-74,  R-81-75. — “Class  I,  Urgent 
Action"  issued  by  the  Board  on  June  19, 
1981,  to— 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation:  Immediately  ascertain,  in 
conjunction  with  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  the  adequacy  of  industry- 
adopted  interim  safety  precautions  for 
transportation  of  anhydrous  methylaimines  in 
Specification  112A  tank  cars  and  institute 
any  additional  interim  safety  precautions 
which  may  be  necessary  to  adequately 
control  the  risks  to  the  public  pending 
installation  of  tank  head  puncture  resistance 
and  thermal  protection  systems.  In  the 
identification  of  possible  interim  safety 
precautions  consideration  should  be  given  to 
measures  such  as  application  of  distinctive 
markings  to  the  unretrofitted  tank  cars  to 
make  their  status  conspicuous  to  railroad 
employees  and  emergency  response 
personnel,  restrictions  on  the  speeds  of  trains 
containing  unretrofitted  tank  cars  to  minimize 
crash  forces  in  the  vent  of  a  derailment,  and 
other  precautions  which  may  be  appropriate. 
(R-81-74) 

Federal  Railroad  Administration: 
Immediately  ascertain,  in  conjunction  with 
the  Research  and  Special  programs 
Administration,  the  adequacy  of  industry- 
adopted  interim  safety  precautions  for 
transportation  of  anhydrous  methylamines  in 
Specification  112A  tank  cars  and  institute 
any  additional  interim  safety  precautions 
which  may  be  necessary  to  adequately 
control  the  risks  to  the  public  pending 
installation  of  tank  head  puncture  resistance 
and  thermal  protection  systems.  In  the 
identification  of  possible  interim  safety 
precautions  consideration  should  be  given  to 
measures  such  as  application  of  distinctive 
markings  to  the  unretrofitted  tank  cars  to 
make  their  status  conspicuous  to  railroad 
employees  and  emergency  response 
personnel,  restrictions  on  the  speeds  of  trains 
containing  unretrofitted  tank  cars  to  minimize 
crash  forces  in  the  event  of  a  derailment,  and 
other  precautions  which  may  be  appropriate. 
(R-81-75) 

Recommendation  Response 

A-79-98  through  -105,  from  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (June 
10),  re  DC-10  accident  near  Chicago- 
O’Hare  International  Airport,  May  25. 
1979  (Ref.  45  FR  26187,  Apr.  17, 1980)— 

A-79-98:  FAA  cites  recent  amendment  to 
14  CFR  25.571  and  maintenance  manual 
requirement  under  25.529,  together  wi<h 
mandatory  participation  of  maintenance 
specialists  in  type  certification  process, 
existing  guidance  material,  and  service 
difficulty  review;  FAA  plans  no  additional 
action. 

A-79-99:  FAA  policy  is  to  specify 
performance  standards  rather  than  step-by- 
step  compliance  requirements  to  achieve  a 
safety  objective.  A  blanket  requirement  for 
redundancy  could  burden  manufacturers  and 
operators  without  compensating  safety 
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benefits.  FAA  finds  its  regulations  on  aircraft 
design  are  appropriate. 

A-79-101:  FAA  provides  no  new 
comments. 

A-79-102:  FAA  does  not  agree  that 
manufacturer's  maintenance  procedural 
recommendations  necessarily  provide  the 
best  base  for  judging  air  carrier  deviations  or 
that  current  industry/FAA  procedures  are 
inadequate;  that  established  procedures  were 
not  followed  was  more  significant  a  factor 
than  the  procedure  itself  in  this  accident. 

FAA  Order  1800.12D,  program  guidelines  for 
FAA  inspectors,  now  provides  added 
emphasis  for  air  carrier  maintenance 
surveillance. 

A-79-103:  A  new  advisory  circular  will 
incorporate  the  substance  of  the 
recommended  revision  of  14  CFR  121.707  to 
more  clearly  define  “major”  and  “minor” 
repair  categories  to  insure  inclusion  in 
reporting  requirements  of  any  repair  of 
damage  to  a  component  identified  as 
“structurally  significant.” 

A-79-105:  FAA  regions  will  review 
performance  characteristics  of  transport 
category  aircraft  to  determine  recommending 
maintaining  an  airspeed  above  V2,  but  not 
greater  than  the  all-engine  climb  speed,  if  a 
loss  of  thrust  is  encountered  after  V2;  the 
information  may  be  included  in  FAA- 
approved  Airplane  Flight  Manuals  as  a 
recommended  flight  procedure.  FAA  provides 
conclusions  reached  in  May  1980  at  a  general 
policy  meeting  of  the  FAA  Flight 
Standardization  Board  after  discussion  of 
training,  check  procedures,  and  operating 
manual  aspects  of  A-79-105. 

A-79-100  and  -104:  FAA  will  provide 
information  as  action  is  completed.  The 
recommendations  are  now  classified 
"Open — Acceptable  Action.” 

Note. — Single  copies  of  Board  reports  are 
available  without  charge  as  long  as  limited 
supplies  last.  Copies  of  recommendation 
letters,  responses  and  related  correspondence 
are  also  free  of  charge.  All  requests  must  be 
in  writing,  identified  by  recommendation  or 
report  number.  Address  requests  to:  public 
Inquiries  Section,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board.  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  Board  reports  may  be 
purchased  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Va.,  22161. 

(49  U.S.C.  1903(a)(2),  1906) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

June  26, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19455  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-S8-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Development  of  a  Safety  Goal; 
Workshop 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Workshop  on  a  Proposed  Safety 
Goal. 


SUMMARY:  The  United  States  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  is  holding  a 
workshop  July  23-24  in  Harper’s  Ferry, 
West  Virginia  to  discuss  a  draft  safety- 
goal  statement  for  the  agency.  The 
meeting  will  be  at:  Cliffside  Inn,  Route 
340,  Harper’s  Ferry,  West  Virginia  25425. 
The  meeting  times  (subject  to  change) 
are  8:30  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  on  July  23  and 
8:30  a.m.  to  2:30  p.m.  on  July  24.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  members  of  the 
public  for  attendance  as  observers. 
(Participation  in  the  workshop 
discussions  will  be  by  individual 
invitation  only.) 

The  Commission  has  contracted  with 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory  to 
make  arrangements  for  accommodations 
and  meeting  facilities.  For  further 
information  on  these  matters  contact: 

Mr.  Anthony  Romano,  Brookhaven 
National  Laboratory,  Upton,  New  York 
11973;  Telephone:  (516)  282-4024. 

Members  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  are  urged  to  register  in  advance 
with  Mr.  Romano,  since  only  a  limited 
number  of  observers  can  be 
accommodated. 

For  further  information  on  the  project 
for  development  of  a  safety  goal  contact: 
Mr.  George  Sege,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Telephone:  (202)  634-3295. 

Background  Discussion:  In  October 
1980  the  United  States  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  instituted  a 
project  to  define  more  clearly  the  level 
of  protection  of  the  public  health  and 
safety  that  it  believes  is  adequate.  The 
Commission  issued  a  Plan  for 
Developing  a  Safety  Goal  (45  FR  71023, 
October  27, 1980).  Subsequently,  in 
accordance  with  the  Plan,  the 
Commission  issued  a  preliminary 
statement  of  policy  considerations 
which  may  enter  into  an  articulation  of 
the  ageny’s  safety  goal.  A  report 
reflecting  those  considerations, 
including  the  Commission’s  statement, 
was  issued  as  NUREG-0764,  entitled 
"Toward  a  Safety  Goal:  Discussion  of 
Preliminary  Policy  Considerations.” 
(March  1981.)  It  was  discussed  at  a 
workshop  in  Palo  Alto,  California,  on 
April  1-3. 

The  workshop  on  April  1-3  was 
designed  to  illuminate  the  important 
issues  of  safety  goal  formulation, 
including  both  quantitative  and 
qualitative  elements  and  economic, 
ethical,  social,  and  political  issues  as 
well  as  technical  considerations. 

The  July  23-24  workshop  will  have  a 
more  specific  focus.  It  will  address  a 
reference  safety-goal  statement  and 
significant  alternatives.  Like  the  first 
workshop,  it  will  be  a  discussion 
workshop,  involving  invited 


knowledgeable  persons  representing  a 
broad  range  of  viewpoints,  drawn  from 
technical  and  social  disciplines,  from 
industry,  public  interest  groups, 
universities,  and  elsewhere. 

The  reference  safety-goal  statement  to 
be  discussed  at  the  workshop  is 
expected  to  be  available  about  July  13. 
Single  copies  may  be  obtained  upon 
written  request  to  Mr.  Romano.  (See 
address  above.) 

The  results  of  the  two  workshops  will 
be  available  to  the  Commission  and  will 
be  used  by  the  Office  of  Policy 
Evaluation,  along  with  other 
information,  in  preparation  of  a  policy 
paper,  to  be  submitted  for  the 
Commission’s  consideration  in  the  early 
fall  of  1981. 

Dated  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia, 
this  29th  day  of  June,  1981. 

Dennis  K.  Rathbun, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Policy  Evaluation. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19528  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 

[NUREG-0799] 

Draft  Criteria  for  Preparation  of 
Emergency  Operating  Procedures 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulations  is 
requesting  public  comment  on  NUREG- 
0799,  "Draft  Criteria  for  the  Preparation 
of  Emergency  Operating  Procedures”. 
The  NRC  staff  intends  to  use  this 
document  in  evaluating  whether  an 
applicant/licensee  meets  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.34(b)(6)(v). 
NUREG-0799  will  attempt  to  identify  the 
elements  necessary  to  prepare  and 
implement  a  program  of  Emergency 
Operating  Procedures  that  will  mitigate 
the  consequences  of  a  broad  range  of 
initiating  events  and  multiple  equipment 
failures. 

This  document  was  developed  to 
support  items  I.C.l,  l.C.8.  and  I.C.9  of 
N'UREG s-0660,  -0694,  and  -0737.  In 
developing  this  document,  the  NRC  staff 
has  drawn  upon  a  wide  range  of 
expertise  and  literature,  including 
contractor  reports  and  staff  experience 
with  the  pilot  monitoring  of  Emergency 
Operating  Procedures  for  near  term 
operating  license  (NTOL)  applicants. 

The  contractor  reports  were  recently 
published  and  contain  information 
related  to  the  development  of 
Emergency  Operating  Procedures.  These 
reports  include  NUREG / CR-1 999, 
“Human  Engineering  Guidelines  for  Use 
in  Preparing  Emergency  Operating 
Procedures  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants"; 
NUREG/CR-1977,  "Guidelines  for 
Preparing  Emergency  Procedures  for 


34736 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Notices 


Nuclear  Power  Plants";  NUREG/ CR- 
1875,  “Evaluations  of  Emergency 
Operating  Procedures  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants”;  NUREG/CR-2005,  “Checklist 
for  Evaluating  Emergency  Procedures 
Used  in  Nuclear  Power  Plants”;  and 
NUREG/CR-1970,  “Development  of  a 
Checklist  for  Evaluating  Emergency 
Procedures  Used  in  Nuclear  Power 
Plants”.  The  availability  of  these  repors 
is  being  highlighted  to  ensure  that  all 
applicable  information  is  considered. 
However,  comments  should  be  limited 
to  the  criteria  included  in  NUREG-0799. 
References  to  or  comments  on  the 
contractor  documents  should  be  limited 
to  their  impact  on  the  criteria  in 
NUREG-0799. 

Two  additional  reports,  NUREG-1580, 
“Draft  Report  on  Human  Engineering 
Guide  to  Control  Room  Evaluation,”  and 
NUREG-0659,  “Staff  Supplement  to  the 
Draft  Report  on  Human  Engineering 
Guide  to  Control  Room  Evaluation,” 
have  been  published  for  public 
comment.  The  Commission  requests 
comments  on  the  desirability  of 
combining  the  control  room  design 
review  guidelines  (NUREG-0659)  with 
the  criteria  for  the  Preparation  of 
Emergency  Operating  Procedures 
(NUREG-0799)  to  produce  a  single 
document  to  be  included  in  comments 
on  NUREG-0799.  It  is  further  requested 
that  all  comments  and  suggestions 
submitted  be  accompanied  by 
supporting  documentation  in  the  form  of 
references,  experimental  data,  or  field 
experience,  if  possible. 

The  Commission  requests  that  all 
interested  licensees  and  individuals  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  for  consideration 
specifically  in  connection  with  NUREG- 
0799,  should  send  them  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch.  A  period  of  45  days  will  be 
allowed  for  receipt  of  public  comments 
on  this  notice.  This  comment  period 
expires  on  August  17, 1981.  Comments 
received  after  August  17, 1981,  will  be 
considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do  so.  but 
assurance  of  consideration  cannot  be 
given  except  for  comments  received  on 
or  before  this  date.  NUREG-0799  is 
available  for  inspection  by  the  public  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  in  all  other 
Commission  Local  Public  Document 
Rooms. 

NUREG-0799  is  not  a  substitute  for 
the  regulations,  and  compliance  is  not  a 
requirement.  However,  the  use  of 
criteria  different  from  those  that  will  be 
set  forth  in  the  document  incorporating 
the  resolution  of  public  comments  on 


NUREG-0799  will  be  accepted  only  if 
the  substitute  criteria  provide  a  basis  for 
determining  that  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  50.34(b)(6)(v)  have  been  met. 

For  further  information,  contact  Don 
Beckham,  Division  of  Human  Factor 
Safety,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telephone  (301)  492-4958. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  26th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 

Chief,  Procedures  and  Test  Review  Branch, 
Division  of  Human  Factors  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19527  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-322] 

Long  Island  Lighting  Co.  (Shoreham 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1); 
Director’s  Decision 

In  filings  dated  December  31, 1980, 
and  January  23, 1981,  the  Shoreham 
Opponents  Coalition  (SOC)  requested 
pursuant  to  section  189  of  .the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  10 
CFR  2.206  of  the  NRC’s  Rules  of  Practice 
that  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  institute  a  proceeding  to 
determine  whether  good  cause  exists  to 
extend  the  construction  permit  for  the 
Shoreham  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit 
1.  SOC  also  requested  “that,  to  protect 
public  health  and  safety,  the  Shoreham 
construction  permit  be  suspended 
pending  the  outcome  of  the  hearing  [on 
the  construction  permit  extension]." 
Petition  at  1  (Jan.  23, 1981).  The  Long 
Island  Lighting  Company  (LILCO)  had 
requested  on  November  26, 1980,  an 
extension  of  Construction  Permit  No. 
CPPR-95  to  March  31, 1983. 1  By  separate 
memorandum,  the  NRC  staff  has  made 
recommendations  to  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  SOC’s  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  extension  of  the 
construction  permit.*  The  remainder  of 
this  decision  is  concerned  with  SOC’s 
request  that  I  suspend  construction  of 


1  See  Attachment  A  to  Petition  (Jan.  23, 1981).  The 
construction  permit  would  have  expired  on 
December  31. 1980.  Under  10  CFR  2.109,  which 
derives  from  section  9(b)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act.  5  U.S.C.  558(c),  the  permit  remains  in 
effect  until  the  application  for  its  renewal  has  been 
finally  determined. 

2  A  copy  of  this  memorandum  has  been  served 
with  this  decision  on  SOC  and  LILCO.  SOC's 
petition  lists  a  number  of  items  which  SOC  believes 
should  be  litigated  in  a  hearing  on  the  construction 
permit  extension  or  should  be  imposed  as 
conditions  on  any  permit  extension.  Because  SOC 
has  requested  that  these  matters  be  litigated  in  the 
permit  extension  proceeding,  the  Staff  will  respond 
to  these  matters  in  the  proceeding  on  permit 
extension,  not  under  10  CFR  2.206.  See  Pacific  Gas 
&  Electric  Co.  (Diablo  Canyon  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Units  1  and  2).  CU-81-6  (May  8, 1981). 


the  Shoreham  facility  pending  the 
outcome  of  the  proceeding  on  extension 
of  the  construction  permit. 

SOC  claims  that  suspension  of  the 
permit  should  be  ordered  “to  protect 
public  health  and  safety".  At  no  point  in 
the  petition  does  SOC  give  reasons  why 
public  health  and  safety  would  be 
threatened  imminently  if  permit 
suspension  were  not  ordered.  To  be 
sure,  SOC  lists  a  number  of  matters 
which  it  believes  should  be  considered 
in  connection  with  the  application  for 
permit  extension.3  These  matters 
concern,  however,  primarily  issues  that 
go  to  the  question  of  whether  LILCO 
should  be  granted  an  operating  license 
for  the  Shoreham  plant.  Whether  or  not 
these  matters  are  litigable  in  a 
proceeding  on  permit  extension,  they  do 
not  reveal  any  threat  to  public  health 
and  safety  that  stems  from  the  facility’s 
construction.  Rather,  SOC  has  alleged 
only  that  operation  of  the  facility  would 
be  unsafe  or  environmentally  unsound, 
because  of  the  facility's  siting,  the  risk 
of  severe  accidents,  and  the  need  for 
additional  safety  systems  and  analyses. 
Thus,  the  petition  does  not  raise 
allegations  that  might  provide  a  basis 
for  suspension,  perhaps  even  immediate 
suspension,  of  construction:  e.g., 
construction  of  the  facility  has  been 
improper  under  existing  requirements  or 
implementation  of  the  quality  assurance 
program  has  been  inadequate.4 

The  only  nexus  between  any  of  the 
matters  raised  by  SOC  and  its  request 
for  immediate  suspension  of  the  permit 
is  SOC's  request  that  suspension  of  the 
permit  be  ordered  pending  a 
determination  of  the  feasibility  of 
evacuation  after  a  severe  accident 
during  operation  of  the  facility.3  SOC’s 
citation  to  a  recent  Appeal  Board 
decision  is  inapposite  as  a  basis  for 
SOC’s  requet.  Northern  Indiana  Public 
Service  Co.  (Bailly  Generating  Station, 
Nuclear  1),  ALAB-619, 12  NRC  558,  569- 
70  (1980).  The  Bailly  decision  suggests 
only  that  it  may  be  appropriate  to 
consider  site  suitability  contentions  in  a 
proceeding  on  construction  permit 
extension,  not  that  suspension  of 
construction  pending  resolution  of  such 
issues  in  the  permit  extension 
proceeding  is  appropriate.  The 


3  In  part,  the  petition  styles  these  matters  as 
arguments  for  "revocation"  of  the  construction 
permit.  Petition  at  4-20  (Jan.  23, 1981).  However, 
SOC  wants  these  matters  litigated  in  the 
construction  permit  proceeding.  If  these  matters  art 
litigable  in  that  proceeding  and  if  SOC's  views 
prevail,  extension  would  be  denied  and  thereby  tha 
permit  would  be  terminated. 

1  See  Proposed  General  Statement  of  Policy  and 
Procedure  for  Enforcement  Actions.  S  IV.C..  45  FR 
66,754,  66,757  (Oct.  7. 1980). 

5  Petition  at  20  (Jan.  23, 1981). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  127  /  Thursday,  July  2,  1981  /  Notices 


34737 


feasibility  of  evacuation,  as  it  relates  to 
emergency  planning,  is  relevant  to  the 
assessment  of  whether  the  plant  should 
operate.  Although  that  issue  must  be 
resolved  before  operation  of  the  facility, 
evacuation  considerations  pose  no 
imminent  threat  to  public  health  and 
safety  that  would  warrant  immediate 
suspension  of  construction. 

Suspension  of  construction  is  not 
mandated,  therefore,  by  law  or 
Commission  policy.  As  noted  above,  a 
construction  permit  or  any  other 
Commission  license  generally  remains 
effective  under  a  timely  application  for 
renewal  until  the  Commission  has 
finally  determined  the  application.6  The 
permittee  pursues  construction  work 
under  a  construction  permit  at  its  own 
risk  pending  approval  of  permit 
extension  or  of  the  application  to 
operate  the  plant.7  Even  where 
unresolved  safety  questions  are  raised 
after  issuance  of  the  construction 
permit,  institution  of  proceedings  to 
suspend  the  permit  is  not  required, 
because  ‘‘permitting  continued 
construction  of  the  plant  despite 
unresolved  safety  questions  does  not  of 
itself  pose  any  danger  to  the  public 
health  and  safety’’.8 

Before  LILCO  may  receive  an 
operating  license,  it  will  be  required  to 
do  anything  necessary  to  ensure  safe 
operation  of  the  plant.  The  cost  or 
difficulty  associated  with  implementing 
needed  actions  to  ensure  safety  are  not 
relevant  consideration  to  this  agency. 
The  safety  standards  which  an  applicant 
must  meet  to  obtain  an  operating  license 
are  unconditional.9  To  the  extent  that 
SOC  has  raised  matters  which  require 
resolution  before  an  extension  of  the 
construction  permit  is  granted  or  before 
an  operating  license  is  issued,  these 
matters  will  be  given  appropriate 
consideration  in  those  proceedings.  I  do 
not  find  further  consideration  of  these 
matters  appropriate  at  this  time  under  10 
CFR  2.206. 10 

A  SOC’s  petition  does  not  provide  an 
adequate  basis  for  immediate 
suspension  of  construction,  SOC’s 
petition  to  suspend  is  denied.  The 
remaining  matters  in  the  petition 
concerning  SOC’s  request  under  section 

* 10  CFR  2.109;  5  U.S.C.  558(c). 

7  See  Power  Reactor  Development  Co.  v. 
International  Union  of  Electrical,  Radio  &  Machine 
Workers,  367  U.S.  396  (1961). 

*  Porter  County  Chapter  of  the  Izaak  Walton 
League.  Inc.  v.  NRC,  606  F.2d  1363  (D.C.  Cir.  1979). 

9  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire  (Seabrook 
Station.  Units  1  and  2),  ALAB-623, 12  NNRC  670, 
677-78  (1980). 

10  See  Pacific  Gas  S' Electric  Co.,  (Diablo  Canyon 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1  and  2),  CL1-81-6  (May 
8, 1981).  affirming  DD-81-3.  Pt.  1  (March  26. 1981); 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (Byron  Station,  Units  1 
and  2),  DD-81-5,  Slip  Op.  at  2-4  (May  7, 1981). 


189  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  for  a 
hearing  on  permit  extension  are  before 
the  Commission  for  action.  A  copy  of 
this  decision  will  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  for  the  Commission’s  review 
in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.206(c).  In 
accordance  with  10  CFR  2.206(c),  this 
decision  will  constitute  the  final  action 
of  the  Commission  25  days  after  the  date 
of  issuance,  unless  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  institutes  review  of  this 
decision  within  that  time. 

Dated  in  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  26th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

Harold  R.  Denton, 

Director,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19528  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 

[Docket  No.  50-320) 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.,  Jersey 
Central  Power  and  Light  Co.,  and 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  16  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-73,  issued  to 
Metropolitan  Edison  Company,  Jersey 
Central  Power  and  Light  Company,  and 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Company  which 
changed  Appendix  B  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  2  (the 
Facility)  located  in  Dauphin  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  implements  the 
criteria  in  Appendix  R  of  the  Final 
Programmatic  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  related  to  decontamination 
and  disposal  of  radioactive  wastes 
resulting  from  the  March  28, 1979 
accident  at  TM1-2.  These  criteria  require 
that  the  dose  to  offsite  personnel  be 
limited  to  the  design  objectives  of 
Appendix  I  to  10  CFR  Part  50  during  the 
cleanup  of  TMI-2.  The  criteria  also 
require  submittal  to  NRC  of  quarterly 
reports  specifying  radiological  releases 
and  estimated  cumulative  population 
dose.  This  amendment  imposes  a  more 
restrictive  limit  on  permissible  doses 
than  the  limit  presently  established  in 
the  facility’s  Technical  Specifications. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  1,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 


of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  June  10, 1981,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  16  to  License  No.  DPR- 
73,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C 
20555  and  at  the  Government 
Publications  Section,  State  Library  of 
Pennsylvania,  Education  Building, 
Commonwealth  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17126.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  TMI  Program  Office. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  26th  day  of 
June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Bernard  J.  Snyder, 

Program  Director,  TMI  Program  Office.  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19529  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 

[Docket  No.  50-312] 

Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  34  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-54,  issued  to 
Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District, 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
(TSs)  for  operation  of  the  Rancho  Seco 
Nuclear  Generating  Station  (the  facility) 
located  in  Sacramento  County, 
California. 

The  amendment  was  authorized  by 
telephone  on  June  5, 1981,  and  was 
confirmed  by  letter  dated  June  5, 1981. 
The  amendment  changes  the  TS  effluent 
monitoring  methods  during  the  period 
June  6, 1981,  through  June  30, 1981, 
permitting  water  discharge  from  the 
plant  with  an  inoperable  radiation 
monitor  in  the  effluent  line.  This 
amendment  was  issued  on  an  expedited 
basis  to  permit  plant  startup  from  the 
recent  refueling  outage. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
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CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  delcaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  licensee’s  application 
dated  June  5, 1981,  (2)  the  Commission’s 
letter  to  the  licensee  dated  June  5, 1981, 

(3)  Amendment  No.  34  to  License  No: 
DPRR-54,  and  (4)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission's  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  and  at  the  Business  and  Municipal 
Department,  Sacramento  City-County 
Library,  828 1  Street,  Sacramento, 
California.  A  copy  of  items  (2),  (3)  and 

(4)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  23rd  day 
of  June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
)ohn  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19530  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 

Privacy  Act  of  1974 

Minor  Amendments  to  Systems  of 
Records 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC). 

ACTION:  Minor  amendments  cf  systems 
of  records. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  has  issued  minor 
amendments  to  the  NRC  Systems  of 
Records,  NRC-18.  The  amendments 
clarify  and  update  the  information 
contained  in  the  Systems  of  Records  in 
the  paragraph  covering  “Systems 
exempted  from  certain  provisions  of  the 
act.”  In  the  course  of  investigations, 
inspections,  and  audits,  the  Office  of 
Inspector  and  Auditor  frequently 
incorporates  data  from  other  systems 
which  are  exempt  under  (k)(6)  of  the 
Privacy  Act.  This  creates  the  need  to 
add  the  (k)(6)  exemption  to  the  list 
available  for  NRC-18.  The  amendments 


also  revoke  NRC-35.  The  data  collected 
for  the  IE  Household  Move  Survey  was 
used  for  a  one-time  compilation.  All  the 
records  were  subsequently  destroyed. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  amendments  to  the 
NRC  Notices  of  Systems  of  Records 
become  effective  on  August  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Sarah  N.  Wigginton,  FOI/PA 
Branch,  Division  of  Rules  and  Records, 
Office  of  Administration,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20555,  telephone  (301)  492-8133. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
published  a  notice  of  proposed  minor 
amendments  to  the  NRC  Notices  of 
Systems  of  Records  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  27, 1981  (46  FR  23576). 
The  notice  invited  public  comment  on 
the  proposed  minor  amendments  by 
May  27, 1981.  No  comments  were 
received  on  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  proposed  amendments  clarify  and 
update  the  information  contained  in  the 
Systems  of  Records,  NRC-18,  in  the 
paragraph  entitled  “Systems  exempted 
from  certain  provisions  of  the  act."  The 
amendments  also  revoke  NRC-35. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commission  has  adopted  the  proposed 
amendments  of  the  NRC  Systems  of 
Records.  The  text  of  the  amendments  is 
identical  with  the  text  of  the 
amendments  which  were  published  on 
April  27, 1981  for  public  comment. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  sections  552,  552a,  and  553  of  Title  5 
of  the  United  States  Code,  the  following 
amendments  to  the  NRC  Systems  of 
Records,  NRC-18  and  NRC-35,  are 
published  as  a  document  subject  to 
publication  in  the  annual  compilation  of 
Privacy  Act  Documents. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  23d  day 
of  June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William J.  Dircks, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

1.  The  first  paragraph  of  NRC-18, 
which  begins  with  the  words  “Pursuant 
to  U.S.C.  552a(k)(l)  .  .  .  ,”  should  be 
inserted  after  the  paragraph  entitled 
“Record  source  categories”  and  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

NRC-18 

System  name: 

Office  of  Inspector  and  Auditor  Index 
File  and  Associated  Records-NRC. 
***** 

Systems  exempted  from  certain 
provisions  of  the  act:  Pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(k)(l),  (k)(2),  (k)(5)  and  (k)(6). 


the  Commission  has  exempted  portions 
of  this  system  of  records  from  5  U.S.C. 
552a(c)(3),  (d),  (e)(1),  (e)(4)(G),  (H),  and 
(I)  and  (f).  The  exemption  rule  is 
contained  in  Section  9.95  of  the  NRC 
regulation  (10  CFR  9.95). 

NRC-35 

2.  NRC-35  is  revoked. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19379  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

Background 

June  29, 1981. 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change),  extensions 
(no  change),  or  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interest  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available): 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 

form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if  applicable; 
How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 
Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to  report; 
The  Standard  Industrial  Classification 

(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 

respondent  groups  that  are  affected; 
Whether  small  businesses  or 

organizations  are  affected; 
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A  description  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  collection; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  responses; 
An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  fill  out  the  form; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  public; 

The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval; 

An  indication  of  whether  Section  3504(h) 
of  Pub.  L.  96-511  applies; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review;  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for  and 
uses  of  the  information  collection. 
Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place,  Northwest,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper — 202-447-6201 

New 

•  Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
Request  for  label  reconsideration 
FSQS  8822-4 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Meat  and  poultry  establishments 
SIC:  201  265 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  1,000  responses;  250  hours; 
$7,080  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

The  label  reconsideration  form 
provides  MPSLD  with  a  structured 
approach  to  reviewing  table  decisions  & 
provides  plant  representatives  with  a 
better  understanding  of  why  a  decision 
was  made  and  how  to  proceed  if  they 
disagree  with  the  decision.  This  system 
will  start  July  1, 1981. 

•  Agricultural  Cooperatives  Service 
Cooperatives’  farm  machinery 

operations 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  instutitions 
Local  cooperatives  handling  farm 
machinery 
SIC:  508 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services:  105 
responses;  53  hours;  $33,000  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Provides  information  on  growth  and 
potential  of  the  farm  machinery 
operations  of  cooperatives.  Examines 
the  pitfalls  and  problems  limiting 
operating  efficiency,  and  tells  how 
cooperative  machinery  dealers  can 
follow  the  guidelines  of  successful 
dealers  to  benefit  farmer  members. 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Applicants’  environmental  impact 

evaluation 
FMHA  449-10 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/farms/ 
businesses  or  other  institutions,  bus.  & 
industry,  loc.  gov.  &  housing  develop, 
in  rural  areas 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations  area 
and  regional  development:  42,500 
responses;  106,250  hours;  $73,080 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  requires  the 
sponsoring  Federal  agency  to  consider 


the  potential  environmental  impacts  of 
each  major  Federal  action  proposed  for 
funding.  Data  collected  will  be  used  to 
analyze  environmental  impact 

Revisions 

•  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

Regulations — Part  1421 
On  occasion 
Farms 

Individual  agricultural  producers 
SIC:  011  013 

Farm  income  stabilization:  302,200 
responses;  58,689  hours;  $330,000 
Federal  cost;  15  forms;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

These  regs.  provide  for  making  prices 
support  available  to  producers  of  burley, 
com,  oats,  rye,  rice,  sorghums, 
soybeans,  farm  stored  peanuts,  tung  oil, 
farm  stored  tabacco  and  wheat  (P.L. 

806). 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Rural  congregate  housing  demonstration 

evaluation 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Demonstration  congregate  housing 
development  tenants  &  appi. 

Area  and  regional  development:  470 
responses;  353  hours;  $250,000  federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Study  will  assist  FMHA  and  the 
administration  on  aging  (DHHS)  in 
determining  strengths  and  weaknesses 
of  interagency  demonstration  effort  and 
in  identifying  how  FMHA  congregate 
housing  might  be  most  effectively 
implemented  in  the  future. 

•  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

7  CFR  319,  321,  352 — foreign  quarantine 
notices 

PPQ  587,  546  8t  368 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
govemments/farms/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Importers  of  plants,  plant  products  or 
other  articles 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services:  6,290 
responses;  1,069  hours;  $28,619  Federal 
cost;  3  forms;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Regulations  implementing  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  relative  to  the 
importation  into  the  United  States  of 
nursery  stock,  plants,  fruits,  vegetables, 
roots  bulbs,  etc.  The  regulations  identify 
articles  which  are  restricted  and 
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delineate  procedures  for  obtaining 
permit  to  import  plants,  plant  products, 
or  other  articles. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Wallace 
McPherson — 202-426-5030 

New 

•  Office  of  Postsecondary  Education 
Loan  application  form  under  the  college 

housing  program 
Ed  866 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 

•  COLLEGES  AND  UNIVERSITIES 
SIC:  821  822 

Higher  Education:  300  Responses;  9,600 
hours:  $490,000  Federal  cost;  1  Form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

This  application  form  will  be  used  to 
process  and  award  college  housing 
loans  under  the  college  housing 
program. 

•  Office  of  Vocational  and  Adult 
Education 

Review  of  a  Sample  of  LEA  Programs 
Funded  Under  the  Career 
Education  Incentive  Act  (P.L.  95-207) 

ED  829-1  Thur  13 
Nonrecurring 

State  or  local  governments 
Local  educational  agencies  receiving 
P.L.  95-207  funds 
SIC:  941 

Elementary,  secondary,  and  vocational 
education:  70  responses;  280  hours; 
$138,268  Federal  cost;  13  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

The  division  of  career  education 
proposes  to  collect  data  from  LEA’s 
between  November  1, 1981  and  April  30, 
1982,  in  regard  to  implementation  of 
career  education  activities  under  P.L. 
95-207.  This  information  will  provide  the 
basis  for  a  report  to  Congress  due  on 
September  30, 1982,  further,  it  will  be 
useful  to  Federal  and  State  program 
managers  who  are  concerned  with 
improving  the  P.L.  95-207  program  in 
1982-83. 

•  Office  of  Postsecondary  Education 
State  Student  Incentive  Grant 

Performance  Report 
1288-1 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  education  agencies 
SIC:  941  822 

Higher  education:  57  responses;  171 
hours;  $50,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 


An  annual  report  which  fulfills  the 
statutory  requirement  of  section 
415C(B)(8),  HEA.  The  collected  data  is 
used  to  determine  the  nature  of  program 
accomplishments  and  provide  official 
information  about  use  of  allotments.  The 
analyzed  data  is  used  for  program 
evaluation,  various  budget  policy 
decisions,  and  to  assist  States  in 
program  development. 

•  Office  of  Postsecondary  Education 
Request  for  Institutional  Eligibility  (For 

Programs  Under  the  Higher  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  Amended) 

ED  1059 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Postsecondary  educational  institutions 
SIC:  822  824  829 

Small  businesses  of  organizations 
Higher  Education:  1,000  responses;  1,000 
hours;  $205,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

The  Secretary  of  Education  must 
determine  whether  postsecondary 
educational  institutions  meet  the 
statutory  and  regulatory  requirements 
for  eligibility  to  apply  for  funding  for 
programs  authorized  by  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended 
Secretary  used  this  form  to  determine 
the  eligibility  of  these  institutions. 

•  Office  of  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education 

Preapplication  for  Federal  Assistance 
(Construction) 

Public  Law  81-815  application  for 
Federal  assistance 
ED  355  ED  355-1 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Local  educational  agencies 
SIC:  821 

Elementary,  secondary,  and  vocational 
education:  200  responses;  3,200  hours; 
$10,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

Data  is  used  to  determine  eligibility  of 
school  districts  for  Federal  assistance  to 
construct  needed  school  facilities. 

•  Office  of  Educational  Research  and 
Improvement 

Survey  of  Correspondence  Education 
ED  2390 

Other — See  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Correspondence  and  vocational  schools, 
colleges  and  univ. 

SIC:  824 

Research  and  general  education  aids: 
376  responses;  180  hours;  $25,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 


Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

Comprehensive  data  on  home  study, 
an  important  segment  of  American 
education  has  not  been  collected  since 
1978.  These  data  are  needed  to 
implement  the  mandate  of  sec.  406(B),  20 
U.S.C.  1221-E-L  to  report  on  the 
condition  of  education.  Data  on 
enrollment  and  curricula  will  be 
collected  from  correspondence  schools. 

•  Office  of  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education 

ED-4038 — Report  of  Contract  Awarded 
ED-4038-1  State 

Education  agency  report  of  minimum 
requirements  for  school 
ED  4038  ED  4038-1 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
Local  education  agencies  and  State 
education  agencies 
SIC:  821 

Elementary,  Secondary,  and  Vocational 
education:  350  responses;  350  hours; 
$2,500  Federal  cost;  2  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

Data  is  used  to  assist  the  secretary  in 
determining  the  State  Average  Per  Pupil 
Cost  of  Constructing  Minimum  School 
Facilities.  The  per  pupil  cost,  along  with 
other  factors,  is  used  to  arrive  at  a  cost 
of  constructing  minimum  school 
facilities  in  a  school  district  which  has 
submitted  an  application  for  assistance 
under  P.L  81-815. 

Revisions 

•  Office  of  Postsecondary  Education 
Fiscal-Operations  Report/ Application  to 

Participate  in 

NDSL,  SEOG  and  CWS  programs 

ED  646 

Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Institutions  of  higher  education 
Higher  education:  4,5000  responses; 
121,500  hours;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(H) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

The  application  data  will  be  used  to 
compute  the  amount  of  funds  needed  by 
each  institution  during  the  1982-1983 
award  period.  The  fiscal  operation's 
report  data  will  be  used  to  assess 
program  effectiveness  and 
accountability  of  funds  expended  during 
the  award  period  1980-1981. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Irene 
Montie— 202-633-9464 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Energy  Information  Administration 
International  Energy  Agency  Supply 

Report 

EIA-142 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  Institutions 
Importers  of  crude  oil,  Nat.  Gas  Liq., 
Feedstocks  and  petrol. 

SIC:  517 

Energy  information,  policy  and 
regulations:  696  responses;  1,490 
hours;  $1,675  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Jefferson  B.  Hill,  202-395-7340 

The  form  will  be  used  to  collect 
information  on  imports  and  stocks  at 
sea  of  crude  petroleum,  natural  gas 
liquids,  feedstocks,  and  petroleum 
products  for  meeting  reporting 
requirements  to  the  International  Energy 
Agency. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph 
Stmad— 202-245-7488 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Medicare/Medicaid  Fire  Safety  Survey 

Report 

HCFA-2786A  2786B  2786T 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Hospitals  care  facilities  certified  for 
medicare/medicaid 
SIC:  806  805 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health;  30,400  responses;  90,012  hours; 
$1,162,800  Federal  cost;  3  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

Sections  1861(E)  and  1902(A)(28)  of 
the  SSA  requires  that  providers  of 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  services  meet 
such  requirements  to  ensure  health  and 
safety  of  individuals  who  are  furnished 
services.  The  information  is  used  by 
DHHS,  R.O.  personnel  to  make 
decisions  concerning  certification  of 
Health  Care  Facilities  for 
reimbursement  by  the  Medicaid  and 
Medicare  programs. 

•  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Application  for  Option  From  Preemption 

for  Medical  Device  Requirements 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  governments 
SIC:  943 

Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  5  responses;  500  hours;  $8,750 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(H) 


Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

A  State  or  local  government  must 
apply  for  exemption  from  preemption  if 
it  wishes  to  enforce  any  medical  devise 
requirements  that  are  different  from  or 
in  addition  to  a  Federal  requirement. 

The  information  in  the  application  will 
be  used  to  determine  whether  the 
requirement  meets  the  criteria  for 
exemption. 

Revisions 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Post-Certification  Revisit  Report  and 

Continuation  Sheet 
SSA-2567B 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  providers  and 
suppliers  of  services 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health:  17,500  responses;  1,120  hours;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(H) 
Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

Provides  a  uniform  format  depicting 
corrective  action  accomplished  and  used 
as  a  follow-up  to  detected  deficiencies 
reported  on  form  HCFA-2567. 
Information  from  this  form  is  used  to 
make  decisions  concerning  certification 
of  health  care  facilities  participating  in 
Medicare/Medicaid  programs. 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Statement  of  Deficiencies  and  Plan  of 

Correction  and  Continuation  Sheet 
SSA-2567,  SSA-2567A 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  providers  and 
suppliers  of  services 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health:  28,000  responses;  28,000  hours;  2 
forms;  not  applicable  under  3504(H) 
Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

Provides  information  regarding 
deficiencies  noted  during  periodic 
facility  certification  surveys. 

Information  from  this  form  is  used  to 
make  decisions  concerning  certification 
of  health  care  facilities  participating  in 
Medicare/Medicaid  programs. 

•  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

Revision  of  the  NIMH  ECA  Program 
Community  Surveys 
Other — SEE  SF83 
Individuals  or  households 
Persons  in  households  in  Baltimore  and 
St.  Louis 

Health:  14,755  responses;  11,957  hours; 
$5,082,208  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

This  project  will  provide  basic 
psychiatric  epidemiologic  data  on 
incidence  and  prevalence  of  mental 
disorders,  and  will  assess  the 


relationship  between  psychiatric 
disorders  in  the  community  and  the  use 
of  psychiatric  and  general  health 
facilities. 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Quarterly  Showing 

HCFA-41 

Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
Medicaid  State  agencies 
SIC:  919 

Health:  200  responses;  9,000  hours: 

$8,208  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Richard  Eisinger.  202-395-6880 

This  form  provides  a  listing  of  all 
medical  facilities  participating  in  the 
medicaid  program  during  the  12-month 
period,  and  provides  necessary  data  to 
determine  the  effectiveness  of  the  State 
utilization  control  program.  Failure  to 
meet  requirements  can  result  in  denial 
or  reduction  of  Federal  fiscal 
participation. 

Reinstatements 

•  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration 

Hospital  Institutional  Planning 
Questionnaire 
SSA-3213  HCFA-3213 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  providers  and 
suppliers  of  services 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health:  7,100  responses;  568  hours; 
$44,588  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

Used  when  deficiencies  noted  during 
routine  surve  remain  uncorrected. 
Information  from  this  form  is  used  to 
make  decisions  concerning  certification 
of  health  care  facilities  participating  in 
Medicare/Medicaid  programs. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Robert  G. 
Masarsky— 202-755-5184 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Housing  Programs 

Application  for  Assignment  of  Portion  of 
Set-Aside  to  Specific  Project 
HUD-52516 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Approved  State  housing  finance 
agencies 
SIC:  953 

Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements:  400  responses;  200 
hours;  $10,560  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Richard  Sheppard,  202-395-6880 
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Authority  for  this  report  is  section  8  of 
the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  (PL  93-383)  Stat  664. 
Submitted  by  State  housing  agencies  to 
request  assignment  of  a  portion  of  the 
set-aside  to  a  specific  project.  This 
informs  HUD  field  offices  of  projects 
selected  by  State  agencies  to  develop. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Paul  E. 
Larson— 202— 523— 6331 

Revisions 

•  Employment  Standards 
Administration 

Black  Lung  Medical  Reports 
20  CFR  Part  718 

CM-907,  CM-933,  CM-933B,  CM988. 

CM-1159 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 

•  Medical  providers 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  retirement  and  disability 
insurance:  202,000  responses;  34,400 
hours;  $31,800  Federal  cost;  3  forms: 
not  applicable  under  3504(H) 

Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 

20  CFR  Part  718  specifies  that  certain 
information  relative  to  the  medical 
condition  of  a  claimant  who  is  alleging 
the  presence  of  pneumoconiosis  be 
obtained  as  a  routine  function  of  the 
claims  adjudication  process.  The 
medical  specifications  in  the  regulations 
have  been  formated  in  a  variety  of  forms 
to  promote  efficiency  and  accuracy  in 
gathering  the  required  data. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John 
Windsor— 202-426-1887 

New 

•  Coast  Guard 

Request  for  Designation  and  Exemption 
of  Oceanographic  Research  Vessels 
Biennially 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Oceanographic  vessel  operators 
SIC:  442 

Water  transportation:  50  responses;  25 
hours;  $4,800  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(H) 

Terry  Grindstaff,  202-395-7340 

46  USC  445  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation  to  exempt  any 
oceanographic  research  vessel,  by 
regulation,  from  provisions  of  title  or  53 
of  the  revised  statutes  that  he  specifies 
which  govern  the  shipment,  discharge, 
payment  and  personal  outfitting  of 
merchant  seaman. 

•  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

Financial  Management  Records 
Nonrecurring 


State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  public  transportation 
agencies 
SIC:  411 

Other  transportation:  1,000  responses; 
10.000  hours;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(H) 

Corrinne  Hayward,  202-395-7340 

Grantees  are  required  to  maintain 
internal  financial  management  records 
to  provide  effective  control  over  and 
accountability  of  all  Federal  funds  in 
accordance  with  attachment  G  to  OMB 
circular  No.  A-102  and  to  satisfy 
financial  reporting  requirements  Set 
forth  in  attachment  G  to  OMB  circular 
No.  A-102  and  if  under  a  letter  of  credit, 
Treasury  circular  No.  1075. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Rotocraft  External-Load  Operator 

Certificate  Application 
FAR  133 
FAA  8710-4 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Air  agencies 
SIC:  451 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Air  transportation:  900  responses;  1,262 
hours;  $6,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Corrinne  Hayward,  202-395-7340 

Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  section 
607  (49  USC  1427)  authorizes  issuance  of 
operating  certificates  to  air  agencies 
that  are  in  the  interest  of  the  public.  14 
CFR  133  prescribes  certification 
requirements  for  rotorcraft  external-load 
operations.  Information  is  collected  to 
determine  compliance  and  applicant 
eligibility. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer— Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-5394 

New 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Recoms  Claims  Special  Inspection 
Evaluation — 1981 
ATF  F  5000.22 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions  claim. 
Who  file  for  refund  credit  or 
allowance  of  taxes 
SIC:  208  211  212 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities;  219 
responses;  219  hours;  $25,000  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6680 

This  form  is  needed  to  gather 
statistical  data  for  the  regulatory 


enforcement  compliance  measurement 
system.  Recoms  will  use  the  data  to 
develop  dynamic  models  which  will  be 
used  to  statistically  allocate  resources 
and  to  measure  voluntary  compliance 
levels  of  the  regulated  industries. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 
Authorization  and  Declaration 
2848-D 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions/ 
individuals  or  households/farms 
Any  taxpayer  who  want  another  person 
to  act  for  him  IRS. 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Central  fiscal  operations:  205,000 
responses;  161,023  hours;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6880 

Form  2848  is  used  to  authorize 
someone  to  act  for  respondent  in  tax 
matters.  It  grants  all  powers  that  the 
taxpayer  has  except  signing  the  return 
and  cashing  refund  checks.  Form  2848-D 
allows  a  person  to  inspect  or  receive 
confidential  tax  information.  Data  used 
to  identify  representatives/appointees 
and  to  ensure  that  confidential 
information  is  not  divulged  to 
unauthorized  persons. 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 

Earned  Income  Credit  Advance  Payment 
Certificate 
W-5 

Annually 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  with  incomes  under  10,000 
and  children  living  home 
Central  fiscal  operations:  411,000 
responses;  39,000  hours;  $167,868 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h)  ' 

Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6880 

Qualified  employees  can  prepare  and 
file  this  form  with  employers  to  elect  to 
receive  advance  earned  income  credit 
(EIC)  payments  with  their  wages.  This 
information  used  to  determine  the 
amount  of  the  advance  EIC  payments  to 
be  made. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
Defalcation  Report 

None 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
National  banks  which  are  victims  of 
criminal  activity 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  5,000  responses;  2,500 
hours;  $240  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504  (h) 

Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6880 
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An  immediate  written  report  must  be 
made  of  any  unexplained  shortage  of 
bank  funds  or  other  assets  of  $1,000  or 
more;  any  defalcation  involving  bank 
personnel  or  bank  funds  in  any  amount; 
any  state  of  facts  of  the  affairs  of  the 
bank  known  or  suspected  to  involve 
criminal  violations. 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph  G. 
Salazar— 202-254-9735 

New 

•  Rules  Relating  to  the  Operations  and 
Activities  of  Commodity  Pool 
Operators  and  Commodity  Trading 
Advisors  and  to  Monthly  Reporting  by 
Futures  Commission  Merchants 

413,  421,  422,  423,  431,  432,  433 
On  occasion,  monthly,  quarterly, 
annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Commodity  pool  operators,  trading 
advisors  commission  mer. 

SIC:  622 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  798,677  responses;  738,828 
hours;  $463,375  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 

The  information  requirement  in  these 
rules  is  intended  to  protect  the  public  by 
assuring  that  commodity  pool  operators 
and  commodity  trading  advisors  are 
adequately  disclosing  needed 
information  and  by  assuring  that  the 
Commission  has  needed  information  on 
compliance  with  this  set  of  rules. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Mr.  Phillip 
Ross— 202-287-0747 

New 

•  Standards  of  Performance  for  New 
Stationary  Sources 

Volatile  organic  liquid  storage  vessels 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
New  Storage  tanks  storing  volatile 
organic  liquids 
SIC:  286 

Pollution  control  and  abatement:  728 
responses;  1,456  hours;  $48,000  Federal 
cost;  4  forms;  NPRM  under  3504(h) 
Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

The  proposed  standards  would  limit 
volatile  organic  compound  (VOC) 
emissions  from  new,  modified,  and 
reconstructed  storage  vessel  used  to 
store  volatile  organic  liquids  (VOLs). 

The  proposed  standards  would  require 
specific  equipment  for  each  affected 
VOL  storage  vessel. 

Extensions  (No  Change)  - 

•  Contractor’s  Cumulative  Claims  and 
Reconciliation 


EPA-1900-10 
Other — see  SF83 

Businesses  or  other  institutions  R.  &  D. 
type  contractors 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  300 
responses;  150  hours:  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h)  • 

Edward  H.  Clarke.  202-395-7340 

Cumulative  claim  and  reconciliation 
by  the  contractor  reflecting  total  costs 
claimed  under  a  contract.  Used  by 
contracting  officer  in  requesting  final 
audit  of  a  contract,  and  by  the  auditor  in 
auditing  costs  claimed  against  costs 
incurred.  The  data  are  not  available 
from  another  source. 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Thomas  P. 
Goggin— 202-634-6983 

New 

•  Establishment  Information 
EEOC  447 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/farms/ 
businesses  or  other  institutions 
Business  firms  subject  to  EPA  and 
ADEA 

SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  enforcement  activities:  350 
responses;  87  hours;  $8,298  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

This  form  will  be  used  to  advise  the 
respondent  that  his  establishment  has 
been  scheduled  for  an  investigation 
under  either  the  EPA  and/or  the  ADEA. 
The  establishment  information  form  will 
be  sent  out  in  those  instances  where  it  is 
necessary  to  determine  coverage  under 
the  acts. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  D. 
Goodfriend— 202-632-7513 

Revisions 

•  Application  for  Registration  of 
Equipment  To  Be  Connected  to  the 
Telephone  Network 

FCC  form  730 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Telephone  equipment  manufacturers 
SIC:  481,  489 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  900  responses;  21,600 
hours;  $200,000  Federal  cost;  1  form 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 

Submission  is  required  of  equipment 
manufacturers  to  provide  data  and  to 


obtain  registration  of  telephone 
equipment  pursuant  to  FCC  rules.  Tests 
are  conducted  and  the  data  submitted  is 
used  to  determine  that  such  equipment 
will  not  cause  harm  to  the  telephone 
network. 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Carolyn  B. 
Doying — 202-452-3512 

Revisions 

•  Monthly  Report  on  Foreign  Branch 
Assets  and  Liabilities 

FR  2502 
Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Fgn.  br.  of  mbr  banks,  of  Edge  Act  corp., 
and  of  nonmbr,  etc. 

SIC:  602,  605 

General  government:  3,840  responses; 
9,946  hours;  $164,047  Federal  cost:  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6880 

Report  collects  balance  sheet 
information  from  selected  large 
branches  pf  U.S.  commercial  banks,  of 
edge  corporations  and  of  U.S. 
nonmember  banking  institutions 
majority-owned  by  foreign  banks.  These 
data  are  essential  for  monitoring 
developments  in  the  Eurodollar  market 
and  other  foreign  financial  markets.  In 
addition,  these  data  provide  background 
for,  and  are  used  in  the  analysis  of, 
certain  issues  related  to  monetary  policy 
and  banking. 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Stephen 
Scott— 301-492-6585 

New 

•  Simulator  Training  Letter 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Utilities  licensed  to  operate  nuclear 
power  plants  and  appl. 

SIC:  493 

Energy  information,  policy,  and 
regulation:  65  responses;  1.300  hours: 
$41,600  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Jefferson  B.  Hill,  202-395-7340 

Letter  requesting  data  on  simulator 
training  schedule.  NRC  announced  this 
requirement  in  NUREG  0537  transmitted 
to  licensees  October  31, 1980. 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Betty 
Osborne — 202-653-7738 

New 

•  Statements  Required  by  Laws  or 
Executive  Orders 

SBA 1261 
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Nonrecurring 

Individuals  or  households/farms/ 
businesses  or  other  institutions 
Small  Business  and  industry  requesting 
SBA  disaster  loan. 

SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  101,620  responses:  5,810 
hours;  $500,000  Federal  cost;  1  form: 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Edward  C.  Springer,  202-395-4814 

This  form  contains  a  brief  summary  of 
the  various  laws  and  executive  orders 
that  affect  SBA’s  business  and  disaster 
loan  programs  and  gives  applicants  and 
borrowers  the  notices  required  by  law 
or  otherwise.  The  signature  section 
contains  the  required  applicant/ 
borrower  certifications. 

Revisions 

•  Form  4  Application  for  Loan  and  Form 
41  Lender’s  Application  for  Guarantee 
or  Participation 

SBA  form  4,  SBA  form  4-1 
Nonrecurring 

Farms/businesses  or  other  institutions 
Small  business  concerns  and  priv. 

lenders  requesting  SBA  loan 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Ofher  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  35,000  responses;  111,930 
hours:  $1,000,000  Federal  cost;  2  forms: 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Edward  C.  Springer,  202-395-4814 

The  application  for  loan  provides  the 
credit  and  statistical  data  SBA  needs  for 
its  loan  programs.  The  lenders 
application  provides  its  analysis  of  the 
credit  and  terms  of  the  loan  it  wants 
guaranteed. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Disaster  Loan  Application:  Business 
SBA  5,  7 39 A 

Norecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Small  businesses,  churches,  private 
schools 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  5,000  responses;  7,500 
hours;  $84,375  Federal  cost;  3  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Edward  C.  Springer,  202-395-4814 

Small  Business  Act  sec.  7(b)(1) 
authorizes  SBA  to  make  loans  to  repair, 
replace,  rehabilitate  real  and  personal 
property  damaged  or  destroyed  by 
disasters  such  as  flood,  tornado, 
hurricane,  etc.  This  set  provides  the  data 
needed  by  SBA  to  d<  'ermine  what 
property  was  damaged  or  destroyed,  the 
size  of  the  loan  and  whether  a  loan 
would  comply  with  the  Small  Business 
Act  and  our  regulations  13  CFR  123. 


•  Disaster  Loan  Application:  Home 
SBA  143,  5C  739 
Nonrecurring 

Individuals  or  households 
Real  and  personal  property  owners 
(individuals) 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  23,000  responses;  27,600 
hours;  $310,500  Federal  cost;  3  forms: 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Edward  C.  Springer,  202-395-4814 

Small  Business  Act  sec.  7(b)(1) 
authorizes  SBA  to  make  loans  to  repair, 
replace  or  rehabilitate  real  and  personal 
property  damaged  or  destroyed  by 
disasters  such  as  floods,  tornados, 
hurricanes,  etc.  This  set  provides  the 
data  needed  by  SBA  to  determine  what 
property  was  damaged  or  destroyed,  the 
size  of  the  loan  and  whether  a  loan 
would  comply  with  the  Small  Business 
Act  and  our  regulations,  13  CFR  123.  Due 
to  the  unpred.  nature  of  disas.,  we  can 
not  accurately  forecast  a  FY  figure. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Eugene  E. 
Mynatt— 615-857-2596 

New 

•  1981  and  1982  Interim  Residential 
Surveys:  Customers  of  Local  Electric 
Utilities  Distributing  TVA  Power 

Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Electrical  customers  served  on 
residential  rates 

Energy  supply:  2,366  responses;  592 
hours;  $455,711  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Essential  data  for  the  preparation  of 
TVA  load  forecasts  will  be  provided  by 
the  1981  and  1982  interim  residential 
surveys  to  be  completed  in  February 
1982  and  February  1983  respectively. 

Reinstatements 

•  Home  Insulation  Program  Participant 
Survey 

TVA-6254J 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Households  served  by  the  distributors  of 
TVA  electricity 

Multiple  functions:  33,120  responses; 
3,875  hours;  $58,330  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Data  collection  on  the  participant 
characteristics  of  TV  Presidential 
conversation  programs  is  necessary.  In- 
house  analysis  will  aid  promotional 
strategies,  long-range  planning,  and 
program  evaluation  externally,  title  VI 
(28  CFR  42.406)  regulations  for 
information  on  race/ethnics,  sex,  age, 
and  physical/mental  handicaps  of 


applicants  for  benefits  will  be  adhered 
to. 

VETERAN’S  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — R.  C. 

Whitt— 202-389-2146 

New 

•  From  Insurance  Records 
7 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Insured  veterans 

Income  security  for  veterans:  15,000  „ 
responses;  1,250  hours;  $260  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

The  form  is  used  by  insureds  to  grant 
the  authorization  for  release  of 
information  from  insurance  records  to 
the  person  or  organization  named  on  the 
form  (5  U.S.C.  552A). 

•  Certification  of  Lessons  Completed 
22-6553B 

Quarterly 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
governments/businesses  or  other  ins 
Veterans  and  schools 
SIC:  941 

Veterans  education,  training,  and 
rehabilitation:  800,000  responses; 
133,333  hours;  $10,000  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council.  202-426-5030 

This  form  is  used  by  students  and 
schools  to  report  on  a  quarterly  basis 
the  number  of  correspondence  lessons 
completed  and  serviced  under  chapters 
32,  34,  or  35,  title  38  U.S.C. 

•  Quarterly  Certification  of  Attendance 
for  Courses  not  leading  to  a  Standard 
College  Degree  and  Farm  Cooperative 
Course 

22-6553A 

Quarterly 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
governments/businesses  or  other  ins 
Students  and  schools 
SIC:  941 

Veterans  education,  training,  and 
rehabilitation:  800,000  responses; 
133,333  hours;  $10,000  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

This  form  is  used  by  trainees  to  certify 
attendance  for  courses  not  leading  to  a 
standard  college  degree  and  farm 
cooperative  courses  under  chapters  34 
and  35,  title  38,  U.S.C. 

•  Cardiac  Pacemaker  Follow-Up  Letter 
10-474 

On  occasion 
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Individuals  or  households 
VA  pacemaker  recipients  no  longer 
under  direct  VA  care 
Hospital  and  medical  care  for  veterans: 
2,000  responses;  200  hours;  $2,422.50 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

This  form  will  be  used  to  obtain 
health  care  information  from  cardiac 
pacemaker  recipients  who  are  no  longer 
under  direct  VA  care.  The  information 
obtained  from  patient  response  will 
indicate  the  need  for  patient  recall  and 
further  treatment  in  a  VA  medical  care 
facility,  or  referral  to  a  non-VA 
resource. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Obtaining  Original  Information  From 
Hospital 

29-551 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Hospital  official 
SIC:  806 

Income  security  for  veterans:  28,000 
responses;  9,333  hours;  $115,670 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

The  form  is  used  to  solicit  additional 
medical  information  needed  to  process  a 
claim  for  disability  insurance  benefits. 

•  836 
10-2408 
Nonrecurring 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Appl.  who  desire  to  be  prov.  in  VA  resi. 
home  care  program 

Hospital  and  medical  care  for  veterans: 
3,400  responses;  1,700  hours;  $39,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

Provides  an  outline  of  information 
required  to  be  completed  by  a  social 
worker  upon  application  by  an 
individual  to  participate  as  a  provider  in 
the  VA  residential  care  home  program. 
Assessment  provides  basis  for  decision 
whether  to  approve  for  participation  in 
programs. 

•  Request  to  Employer  for  Employment 
Information  in  Connection  With  Claim 
for  Disability  Benefits  (Industrial 
Information) 

FL29-459 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 

Employer 

SIC;  all 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Income  security  for  veterans:  6,500 
responses;  1,083  hours;  $26,875  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 


Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

The  completed  form  is  required  by 
law,  38  U.S.C.  712,  715,  742(c)  and  748. 
The  information  collected  is  used  to 
solicit  employment  information  which  is 
required  to  process  a  claim  for  disability 
insurance  benefits.  Extension  (No 
Change) 

•  Obtaining  Supplemental  Information 
From  Doctor  or  Hospital 
FL29-551B 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Doctor  or  hospital  official 
SIC:  801,  806 

Income  security  for  veterans:  250 
responses;  125  hours;  $1,063  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

The  form  is  used  to  solicit  additional 
medical  information  needed  to 
determine  whether  the  veteran’s  waiver 
of  insurance  premiums  should  continue. 
C.  Louis  Kincannon, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Reports 
Management. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19574  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3110-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
TRADE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Request  for  Public  Comments; 
Regarding  Certain  Coin-Operated 
Audio-Visual  Games  and  Components 
Thereof 

On  June  25, 1981,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  (the 
Commission)  issued  an  order  excluding 
from  entry  into  the  U.S.  imports  of 
certain  coin-operated  audio-visual 
games  and  components  thereof  specified 
in  the  order.  The  various  excluded  coin- 
operated  audio-visual  games  had  been 
found  to.be  infringing  the  complainant’s 
common  law  copyright  in  the  attract 
mode  and  the  first  few  moments  of  the 
play  mode  of  their  game,  as  well  as 
infringing  complainant’s  common  law 
trademark  and  bearing  false 
designations  of  origin.  These  trade 
practices  were  found  to  be  causing 
substantial  injury  to  an  efficiently  and 
economically  operated  domestic 
industry.  The  Commission  issued  the 
exclusion  order  following  its 
investigation  No.  337-TA-87,  under 
section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (the 
Tariff  Act)  (19  U.S.C.  1337). 

Section  337(g)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
provides  that,  within  60  days  following 
receipt  of  the  Commission’s 
determination,  the  President  may 
disapprove  the  determination  for 


domestic  or  foreign  policy  reasons, 
terminating  the  exclusion  order  on  the 
day  the  Commission  receives  notice  of 
his  disapproval.  The  President  also  may 
approve  the  determination  expressly, 
rndking  the  order  final  on  the  date  the 
Commission  receives  notice,  or  he  may 
take  no  action,  allowing  the  order  to 
become  final  following  the  60  day  period 
provided  for  review. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  concerning  domestic 
or  foreign  policy  issues  which  should  be 
considered  in  the  review  of  the 
Commission  determination  and  order. 
The  original  and  19  copies  of  the 
submission  should  be  delivered  to  the 
Secretary,  Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee, 
600  17th  Street,  N.W.,  Room  413, 
Washington,  D.C.  20506.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business. 
Friday,  July  24, 1981.  For  further 
information,  call  Michael  Hathaway. 
(202)  395-3432. 

Alice  T.  Zalik, 

Chairman,  Section  337 Committee. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19482  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  22106;  70-6604] 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Proposal 
to  Create  a  New  Subsidiary  to  Finance 
Construction  of  Coal-Handling 
Facilities 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company, 
First  National  Building,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72203  (“Arkansas”),  a  public 
utility  subsidiary  of  Middle  South 
Utilities,  Inc.,  a  registered  holding 
company,  has  filed  an  application- 
declaration  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  6(a),  7, 9(a),  10. 
12(b)  and  12(f)  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act") 
and  Rules  45  and  50(a)(2)  promulgated 
thereunder. 

Arkansas  proposes  to  establish  1SES 
Corporation  (“ISES”)  as  a  wholly-owned 
non-utility  subsidiary  of  Arkansas  to 
finance  the  construction  of  coal¬ 
handling  facilities  at  the  Independence 
Steam  Electric  Station,  currently  under 
construction  in  Independence  County, 
Arkansas.  The  facilities  will  be 
constructed  in  a  number  of  separate 
phases,  each  of  which  may  be 
completed  and  operated  independently 
of  the  others.  ISES  will  be  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Arkansas, 
with  $300  stated  capital  to  be  provided 
by  Arkansas  through  the  purchase  of  all 
of  its  shares  of  common  stock,  no  par 
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value.  ISES  is  to  engage  solely  in  the 
business  of  owning  and  financing  the 
coal-handling  equipment  and  selling  or 
leasing  it  back  to  Arkansas  or  to  a  party 
identified  by  Arkansas.  Upon  formation 
of  ISES,  Arkansas  will  sell  and  assignlo 
the  new  subsidiary  all  of  Arkansas’s 
existing  right,  title  and  interest  in  and  to 
those  portions  of  the  coal-handling 
equipment  which  have  been  acquired 
and  constructed  prior  thereto,  and  ISES 
will  finance  construction  of  the  coal¬ 
handling  equipment.  ISES  will  pay 
Arkansas  all  costs  paid  or  incurred  by 
the  utility  for  the  coal-handling  to  the 
date  of  the  sale,  including  interest 
during  construction.  ISES  will  pay 
subsequent  construction  costs  directly 
or  reimburse  Arkansas  for  any 
additional  costs  paid  by  it.  Arkansas 
will  remain  responsible  for  the  design 
and  construction  of  the  coal-handling 
equipment  on  behalf  of  ISES.  Upon 
notice  by  Arkansas  or  the  occurence  of 
specified  events,  Arkansas  will  be 
obligated  to  purchase  the  coal-handling 
equipment  or  enter  into  a  lease  for  such 
with  ISES. 

ISES  will  finance  acquisition  of  the 
existing  coal-handling  equipment  from 
Arkansas  and  subsequent  construction 
of  the  equipment  through  interim  loans 
under  a  credit  agreement  with  Hibernia 
National  Bank  in  New  Orleans 
(“Hibernia").  The  loans  will  be  made 
from  time  to  time  during  a  42  month 
period  up  to  an  aggregate  amount  of 
$75,000,000.  Interim  Loans  will  bear 
interest  as  follows: 

(1)  During  the  first  twelve  months 
from  the  date  of  the  credit  agreement  at 
the  prime  commercial  lending  rate  of 
Citibank,  N.A.; 

(2)  During  the  second  twelve  months 
at  101%  of  the  Citibank  prime  rate: 

(3)  During  the  third  twelve  months  at 
102%  of  the  Citibank  prime  rate;  and 

(4)  During  the  remaining  term  at  104% 
of  the  Citibank  prime  rate. 

ISES  may  borrow  from  Hibernia  at 
any  time  during  the  forty-two  month 
period  in  minimum  amounts  of  $500,000 
up  to  the  maximum  loan  amount  of 
$75,000,000.  Fixed  amounts  of  the 
Interim  Loans  will  be  due  and  payable 
on  three  staggered  maturity  dates  as  set 
forth  in  the  Credit  Agreement,  although 
such  dates  may,  under  certain 
circumstances,  be  extended  for  one 
year.  ISES  may  prepay  the  Interim 
Loans  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any  time. 

No  amount  paid  by  ISES,  whether  in  a 
required  payment  or  in  an  optional 
prepayment,  may  be  reborrowed. 

ISES  will  be  required  to  keep  1%  of 
the  commitment,  as  it  may  be  reduced 
by  any  required  payments  or  optional 
prepayments,  in  the  form  of  a  depositary 
relationship  with  Hibernia.  ISES  will 


pay  Hibernia  quarterly  a  commitment 
fee  of  %%  per  annum  of  the  daily 
average  unused  portion  of  the 
commitment  projected  by  ISES  to  be 
drawn  down  each  quarter  and  V*%  per 
annum  of  the  daily  averge  unused 
portion  of  the  commitment  not  included 
in  the  anticipated  usage.  ISES  may  . 
reduce  the  commitment  upon  notice  to 
Hibernia.  The  effective  cost  of  money 
for  the  first  twelve  months  will  be 
21.08%,  based  on  a  prime  rate  of  20%, 
per  annum  and  an  anticipated  average 
daily  outstanding  balance  of  $52,513,000 
for  the  first  twelve  months. 

Upon  completion  of  the  coal-handling 
facilities  or  any  phase  thereof  ISES  will 
either  lease  the  facilities  to  Arkansas  for 
a  term  of  ten  years  or  arrange  a 
leveraged  lease  to  Arkansas  with  a  non- 
affiliated  lessor.  If  ISES  is  the  lessor  it 
will  have  the  option  under  the  credit 
agreement  of  converting  interim  loans 
into  ten-year  term  loans  bearing  interest 
at  110%  of  the  Citibank  prime  rate.  The 
rent  payable  by  Arkansas  under  any 
such  lease  will  be  sufficient  for  ISES  to 
repay  the  term  loans.  The  interim  loans 
and  any  term  loans  as  well  as  the 
commitment  fee  will  be  secured  by  a 
security  interest  granted  to  Hibernia  by 
ISES  in  its  property,  rights  in  the 
facilities  and  rights  under  various 
agreements.  . 

In  a  related  application  currently  on 
file  with  this  Commission  (File  No.  70- 
6614}  Arkansas  proposes  to  sell  a  25% 
interest  in  the  Independence  plant  to  its 
associate  electric  utility,  Mississippi 
Power  &  Light  Company  (“Mississippi”). 
If  the  instant  transaction  has  been 
consummated  by  the  time  of  Arkansas’ 
sale  to  Mississippi,  Arkansas  will  also 
sell  a  50%  interest  in  ISES  to  Mississippi. 
If  ISES  has  not  been  formed  by  the  time 
of  Arkansas’  transfer  of  part  of  its 
interest  in  the  plant  to  Mississippi, 
Mississippi  will  acquire  its  50%  interest 
in  ISES  at  the  time  of  its  formation. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission's  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  July  20. 
1981,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicant-declarant  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notifed  of  any 
hearing  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 


copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19475  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  22107;  70-6307] 

Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.;  Proposed 
Extension  of  Time  to  Issue  and  Sell 
Common  Stock  Pursuant  to  Dividend 
Reinvestment  Plan 

The  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  20 
Montchanin  Road,  Wilmington, 

Delaware  19807  (“Columbia”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
with  this  Commission  a  post-effective 
amendment  to  the  declaration  in  this 
proceeding  pursuant  to  Sections  6(a)  and 
7  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  ("Act”). 

By  order  dated  July  7, 1979  (HCAR  No. 
21087),  the  Commission  authorized  i 
Columbia  to  issue  and  sell  up  to 
1,000,000  shares  of  its  common  stock  to 
stockholders  pursuant  to  its  dividend 
reinvestment  plan  from  time  to  time 
through  August  15, 1981.  As  of  May  15, 
1981,  approximately  478,200  of  the 
1,000,000  shares  were  issued.  It  is  now 
proposed  that  the  period  for  issuing  such 
common  stock  be  extended  to  August 
15, 1983.  In  all  other  respects  the 
transaction  will  remain  unchanged. 

The  amended  declaration  and  any 
further  amendments  thereto  are 
available  for  public  inspection  through 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  July  27, 
1981,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
declarant  at  the  address  specified 
above.  Proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or, 
in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing  shall 
identify  specifically  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  that  are  disputed.  A  person  who  so 
requests  will  be  notified  of  any  hearing 
if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a  copy  of  the 
notice  or  order  issued  in  this  matter. 
After  said  date,  the  declaration,  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 
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For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  Delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19474  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  B010-01-M 

[Release  No.  22105;  70-6618] 

Monongahela,  Power  Co.;  Proposed 
Sublease  of  Coal  Cars 

In  the  Matter  of  Monongahela  Power 
Company,  1310  Fairmont  Avenue, 
Fairmont,  West  Virginia  26554.  The 
Potomac  Edison  Company.  Downsville 
Pike,  Hagerstown,  Maryland  21740. 

West  Penn  Power  Company  800.  Cabin 
Hill  Drive,  Greensburg,  Pennsylvania 
15601. 

Monongahela  Power  Company 
(“Monongahela”),  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company  (“Potomac  Edison”),  and  West 
Penn  Power  Company  (“West  Penn”), 
public-utility  subsidiaries  of  Allegheny 
Power  System,  Inc.  (“APS"),  a  registered 
holding  company,  have  filed  an 
application  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  9(a)  and  10  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”). 

The  proposed  transactions  involve  the 
sublease  by  Monongahela,  Potomac 
Edison,  and  West  Penn  (“APS 
Companies")  of  certain  railroad  coal 
cars  which  had  been  acquired  in  1975  by 
the  APS  Companies  under  a  long-term 
lease  (File  No.  70-5657).  The  coal  cars 
were  originally  obtained  to  transport 
low-sulfur  coal  to  the  Harrison 
generating  station  at  Shinnston,  West 
Virginia,  which  station  is  jointly  owned 
by  the  APS  Companies.  It  was  believed 
that  large  amounts  of  low  sulfur  coal 
would  have  to  be  delivered  to  the 
Harrison  station  from  sources  outside  of 
West  Virginia  in  order  to  permit 
blending  of  coal  to  meet  then  applicable 
sulfur  emission  standards.  It  is  stated 
that  the  applicable  sulfur  emission 
standards  for  the  Harrison  station  are  in 
a  state  of  transition,  and  it  ;iow  appears 
that  the  cars  to  be  subleased  will  not  be 
required  and  indeed  may  not  be  able  to 
be  used  on  an  economic  basis  for 
movements  of  low  sulfur  coal  to  the 
Harrison  station. 

Each  of  the  APS  Companies  proposes 
to  lease  its  undivided  interest  (West 
Penn — 50%,  Monongahela  and  Potomac 
Edison — 25%  each)  in  103  hopper-type 
railroad  cars  to  North  American  Car 
Corporation  (“NAC”)  a  non-associate 
company,  for  a  term  commencing  as 
soon  as  practicable  and  terminating  on 
or  about  June  17, 1983.  NAC  will  have 


the  option  to  renew  the  lease  for  two 
additional  years  at  the  same  rate  and  for 
an  additional  year  at  a  rate  to  be 
determined  by  the  APS  Companies. 

Either  party  has  the  right,  however,  to 
terminate  the  sublease  upon  six  months 
prior  written  notice  to  the  other  at  any 
time  after  24  months  from  acceptance  of 
the  coal  cars  by  NAC.  NAC  will  pay  a 
lease  rental  of  $8.60  per  day  for  each  car 
for  each  day  of  the  sublease.  In  addition, 
NAC  will  make  all  repairs,  perform  all 
maintenance,  and  do  any  and  all  other 
things  required  to  be  done  by  the  APS 
Companies  under  its  lease. 

The  application  and  any  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  public 
inspection  through  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  July  27, 1981,  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a 
copy  on  the  applicants  at  the  addresses 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  Hied  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application, 
as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may 
be  granted. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19472  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6010-01-M 

[Release  No.  22106.;  70-6620] 

Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Co.;  Proposed 
Issuance  and  Sale  of  Promissory 
Notes  to  Banks 

Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Company, 

1871  Worcester  Road,  Framingham, 
Massachusetts  10701:  (“Yankee 
Atomic"),  an  electric  utility  subsidiary 
of  New  England  Electric  System  and 
Northeast  Utilities,  registered  holding 
companies,  has  filed  a  declaration  with 
this  Commission  pursuant  to  Sections 
6(a)  and  7  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”). 

In  accordance  with  a  credit  agreement 
with  the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  ("BNS") 
and  the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia 
International  (Curacao)  N.V.  (“BNS 
International"),  Yankee  Atomic 


proposes  to  issue  and  sell  to  said  banks 
a  note  or  notes  maturing  on  June  30,  *■ 
1990,  not  in  excess  of  an  aggregate  of 
$10  million  prior  to  January  1, 1982. 
Thereafter,  the  maximum  line  of  credit 
will  increase  to  an  aggregate  of  $15 
million,  and  Yankee  Atomic  proposes  to 
issue  and  sell  up  to  an  additional  $5 
million  of  notes  also  maturing  on  June 
30. 1990.  With  respect  to  notes  to  BNS, 
prior  to  June  30, 1984,  the  interest  rate 
per  annum  will  be  3/4  of  1  percent 
above  BNS’s  base  rate  and,  thereafter, 
will  equal  lVs  percent  above  BNS’  base 
rate.  With  respect  to  the  BNS 
International  notes,  until  June  30, 1984, 
the  interest  rate  per  annum  will  be  1 
percent  above  the  rate  at  which  United 
States  dollars  are  offered  to  BNS 
International  for  the  requested  interest 
period  in  the  London  interbank  deposit 
market  (“LEBO  Rate”).  After  June  30. 

1984,  this  interest  rate  will  be  1% 
percent  above  the  LIBO  Rate. 

Yankee  Atomic  projects  that  its  cash 
needs  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
of  nuclear  fuel  and  the  installation  in  its 
Rowe  plant  of  capital  improvements  and 
additions  including  those  necessary  to 
meet  requirements  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  will  amount  to 
$19  million  in  1981  and  $30  million  in 
1982.  The  proceeds  from  this  proposed 
financing  will  be  applied  by  Yankee 
Atomic  to  the  payment  of  short-term 
borrowings  incurred  for,  or  to  the  cost 
of,  or  to  the  reimbursement  of  the 
treasury  for,  capitalizable  additions  and 
improvements  to  the  plant  and  property 
of  Yankee  Atomic,  and  any  other 
capitalizable  expenditure  of  Yankee 
Atomic. 

The  declaration  and  any  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  public 
inspection  through  the  Commission's 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  July  27, 1981,  to  the  Secretary. 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a 
copy  on  the  declarant  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  declaration, 
as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may 
be  permitted  to  become  effective. 
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For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19473  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-17890;  File  No.  SR-SCCP- 
81-3] 

Stock  Clearing  Corporation  of 
Philadelphia;  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations 

Comments  requested  on  or  before  July 
23, 1981 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  May  20, 1981,  Stock  Clearing 
Corporation  of  Philadelphia  (SCCP)  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change, 
described  in  items  I,  II,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  On  June  12, 
1981,  SCCP  filed  an  amendment  to 
Exhibit  A  of  the  filing.  The  Commission 
is  publishing  this  notice  to  solicit 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Stock  Clearing  Corporation  of 
Philadelphia  (SCCP),  acting  for  itself 
and  as  billing  agent  for  Philadelphia 
Depository  Trust  Company  (PHILADEP), 
proposes  to  amend  Rule  23  (SCCP  and 
PHILADEP  rate  schedule)  to  make  the 
fees  for  clearing  and  depository  services 
more  cost  related.  The  overall  effect  will 
be  a  net  reduction  of  revenue  to  SCCP 
and  PHILADEP. 

The  clearing  rate  changes  are:  (lja 
reduction  in  the  trade  recording  charge 
for  round-lot  trades  currently  billed  at 
$1.00  to  $0.80,  with  a  further  volume 
discount;  (2)  an  increase  in  the  value 
charge  for  Continuous  Net  Settlement 
(CNS)  accounts  from  20/$l,OOO  to  5$/ 
$1,000  of  contract  amount;  and  (3)  a 
reduction  in  the  New  York  Office 
transaction  charge  (receipts,  deliveries, 
and  accommodation  transfers)  from 
$5.00  to  $4.00. 

The  PHILADEP  depository  rate 
changes  are:  (1)  an  increase  in  the 
deposit  fee  from  254:  to  504:;  (2)  a 
reduction  in  the  fee  for  Miscellaneous 
Delivery  Orders  (MDO’s)  to  the 
accounts  of  DTC  participants  from  $2.60 
(valued)  and  $1.00  (free)  to  750  for  all 
MDO's;  (3)  a  new  fee  of  150  for 
automated  movements  between  SCCP 


CNS  accounts  and  PHILADEP  accounts; 
and  (4)  a  new  certificate  fee,  consisting 
of  a  pass-through  of  transfer  agents’  fees 
where  applicable,  when  such  fees  are 
incurred  by  PHILADEP  for  the  transfer 
of  deposits  into  its  nominee. 

A  final  change  to  the  PHILADEP  rate 
schedule  is  the  elimination  of  the 
separate  fees  for  bank  participants. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization ’s 

Statement  on  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

The  principal  rate  reduction  is  in  the 
trade  recording  charge,  in  which 
economies  of  scale  have  been  realized; 
while  cost  related  increases  have  been 
made  in  the  more  labor-intensive 
clearing  and  depository  services. 

Those  participants  which  primarily 
use  SCCP’s  trade  recording  service  will 
generally  experience  a  reduction  in 
charges;  while  those  participants  using 
the  CNS/Depository  clearance  system  of 
SCCP  and  PHILADEP  will  generally 
experience  an  increase  in  charges.  As  a 
separate  category  of  participants,  banks 
will  experience  an  increase  in  charges 
as  a  result  of  the  elimination  of  the 
separate  PHILADEP  bank  fee  schedule. 

The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
Act)  in  that  it  provides  for  the  equitable 
allocation  of  reasonable  dues,  fees,  and 
other  charges  among  its  participants  in 
accordance  with  Section  17A(b)(3)(D) 
thereunder. 

B .  Self-Regulatory  Organization 's 

Statement  on  Burden  on 

Competition 

SCCP  and  PHILADEP  do  not  foresee 
that  these  cost-related  changes  in  the 
rate  schedule  will  prove  to  be  a 
significant  burden  on  competition, 
negative  or  positive. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 

Statement  on  Comments  on  the 


Proposed  Rule  Change  Received 
from  Members,  Participants,  or 
Others 

Comments  were  solicited  per  SCCP 
Member  Bulletin  No.  81-5,  attached  as 
Exhibit  2  to  the  filing.  However,  no 
written  comments  have  been  received 
as  of  this  date. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  to  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rule  19b— 4.  At  any  time  within  60 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed  rule 
change,  the  Commission  may  summarily 
abrogate  such  rule  change  if  it  appears 
to  the  Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  Submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  July  23, 1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  June  23, 1981 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary, 

| PR  Doc.  81-19468  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Release  No.  34-17889;  File  No.  SR-OCC- 
81-3] 

Options  Clearing  Corporation;  Self- 
Regulatory  Organizations;  Relating  to 
a  $2  Fee  To  Be  Charged  to  Custodian 
Banks  for  Each  Escrow  Receipt  Form 
Provided  by  the  Options  Clearing 
Corporation 

Comments  requested  on  or  before  July 
23, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  §  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  June  2, 1981,  The  Options 
Clearing  Corporation  (“OCC”)  filed  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change 
as  described  in  Items  I,  II  and  III  below, 
which  items  have  been  prepared  by 
OCC.  The  Commission  is  publishing  this 
notice  to  solicit  comments  on  the 
proposed  rule  change  from  interested 
persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  will  impose 
upon  Custodian  Banks  a  $2  charge  for 
each  escrow  receipt  form  provided  to 
the  banks  by  OCC. 

II.  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  OCC 
included  statements  concerning  the 
purpose  of,  and  basis  for,  the  proposed 
rule  change.  The  text  of  these 
statements  may  be  examined  at  the 
places  specified  below.  OCC  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
Sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Purpose  of,  and  Statutory  Basis  for, 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  processing  of  escrow  receipts 
imposes  costs  on  OCC  which  OCC 
believes  should  be  borne  by  those  who 
use  or  benefit  from  the  service:  the 
Custodian  Banks  that  issue  escrow 
receipts  and  the  call  writers  for  whom 
escrow  receipts  are  issued.  Because  the 
banks  charge  their  customers  for  this 
service,  OCC  presumes  that  some  or  all 
of  the  $2  fee  will  ultimately  be  passed 
on  to  those  customers.  No  section  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  sets 
standards  directly  applicable  to  charges 
made  by  a  registered  clearing  agency  to 
nonparticipants.  However,  Section 
17A(b)(3)(D)  requires  that  the  rules  of  a 
registered  clearing  agency  shall 
“provide  for  the  equitable  allocation  of 
reasonable  dues,  fees,  and  other  charges 
among  its  participants."  OCC  believes 


For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  June  23. 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19487  Filed  7-1-81: 8:45  am| 
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that  it  is  equitable  to  allocate  the  cost  of 
processing  escrow  receipts  to  the  parties 
that  benefit  from  them. 

(B)  Burden  on  Competition 

OCC  does  not  believe  that  the 

proposed  rule  change  will  have  any 
material  impact  on  competition.  The 
charge  per  escrow  receipt  will  be  the 
same  to  all  Custodian  Banks. 

(C)  Comments  on  the  Proposed  Rule 

Change  Received  from  Members. 

Participants  or  Others 

Comments  were  not  and  are  not 
intended  to  be  solicited  by  OCC  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  rule  change.  No 
written  comments  have  been  received. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time  within  60 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed  rule 
change,  the  Commission  may  summarily 
abrogate  such  rule  change  if  it  appears 
to  the  Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  Bled 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  §  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  Ble 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  within  21  days  after  the 
date  of  this  publication. 


[Release  No.  34-17895;  File  No.  SR-NASD- 
81-17] 

National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.;  Proposed  Rule  Change; 
Self-Regulatory  Organizations 

Comments  requested  on  or  before  July 
23, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  June  12. 1981,  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
Bled  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change 
as  described  in  Items  I,  II,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  amends 
Schedule  D  of  the  Association’s  By- 
Laws  to  provide  temporary 
authorization  of  inclusion  of  new  issues 
exempt  from  registration  under  Section 
3(a)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  This 
authorization  would  automatically 
expire  120  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  offering,  at  which  time  the  issue 
would  be  required  to  be  registered  under 
Section  12(g)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  to  remain  included  in 
NASDAQ. 


In  its  Bling  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  mle  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  speciBed  in  Item  IV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  signiBcant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 


II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statements  Regarding  the  Proposed 
Change 
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A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change  - 

This  temporary  authorization  will,  in 
the  Association’s  view,  facilitate  the 
distribution  and  initial  aftermarket  of 
these  securities  without  unduly  exposing 
the  investing  public  to  the  risks  usually 
associated  with  trading  in  unregistered 
securities.  Specifically,  the  120  day 
expiration  provision  will  force,  as  a 
practical  matter,  filing  of  a  Form  10 
registration  application  within  60  days 
of  the  offering.  Thus,  within  sixty  days 
of  the  effectiveness  of  the  approved 
offering  materials,  a  Form  10  would  be 
filed.  Sixty  days  thereafter,  barring 
action  to  the  contrary,  the  registration 
under  Section  12(g)  would  become 
effective  and  the  issuer  would  be 
subject  to  the  full  reporting  requirements 
of  any  issuer  included  in  NASDAQ.  This 
proposed  rule  change  is  made  pursuant 
to  Section  15A(b)(ll)  of  the  Exchange 
Act  which  requires  that  the 
Association’s  By-Laws  govern  the  form 
and  content  of  quotations  of  over-the- 
counter  securities. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition  J 

Since  the  proposed  rule  change  will 
enable  certain  securitiei  subject  to 
exemptions  from  registration  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  to  be  included  in 
NASDAQ,  the  Association  can  foresee 
only  a  beneficial  impact  on  competition. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants  or  Others 

Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  were  neither  solicited  no 
received. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Tuning  for 
Commission  Action 

On  or  before  August  6, 1981  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  self- 
regulatory  organization  consents,  the 
Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  -or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 


Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  within  21  days  after  the 
date  of  this  publication. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  June  23, 1981. 

Shirley  F.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19514  Filed  7-1-81;  8;45  am] 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  03/03-5144] 

Continental  Investors,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Transfer  of  Control 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
Application  has  been  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 
to  §  107.701  of  the  regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies 
(13  CFR  107.701  (1980))  for  the  transfer 
of  control  of  Continental  Investors,  Inc. 
(Continental),  2020  K  Street,  NW„  Suite 
350,  Washington,  D.C.  20006,  a  Federal 
license  under  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958  (Act)  as 
amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.). 

Section  107.701  of  the  regulations 
provides  in  general  that  any  transfer  of 
10  or  more  percent  of  the  licensee's 
stock  is  considered  a  transfer  of  control 
and  requires  prior  approval  from  the 
SBA. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  two 
shareholders,  Phuong  Thantrong,  Vice 
President-Secretary  and  Director 
proposes  to  purchase  25  percent  or  250 
shares  of  the  issued  and  outstanding 


stock  from  Thuy  Lien  Thantrong.  Upon 
consummation  and  approval,  Phuong 
Thantrong  will  have  increased  his 
ownership  position  from  30  to  55  percent 
of  the  issued  and  outstanding  stock. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  the  proposed  new  owner, 
and  the  probability  of  a  successful 
operation  under  his  control  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and 
Regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  13, 1981,  submit  written  comments 
on  this  Application  to  the  Acting 
Associate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  L 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  shall  be 
published  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  the  Washington,  D.C. 
Area. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  24, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

|FR  Doc.  81-18523  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement: 
William  B.  Hartsfield  Atlanta 
International  Airport,  Atlanta,  Georgia 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent. 


summary:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  change  to  the 
easterly  aircraft  departure  route  from 
Runway  91,  at  the  William  B.  Hartsfield 
Atlanta  International  Airport,  Atlanta, 
Georgia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ralph  C.  Thompson,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Atlanta  Airports 
District  Office,  1500  Willingham  Drive, 
Suite  C,  College  Park,  Georgia  30337, 
Telephone:  (404)  763-7631. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  An 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  change  in  the 
route  used  by  aircraft  departing  to  the 
east  from  Runway  9L  at  the  William  B. 
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Hartfield  Atlanta  International  Airport, 
Atlanta,  Georgia.  The  established 
departure  procedure  for  Runway  9L 
directs  aircraft  to  turn  to  a  track  of  105 
degrees  when  abeam  the  middle  marker 
for  Runway  27L  and  proceed  on  this 
track  until  reaching  an  altitude  of  5000 
feet  AMRL  or  5  miles  from  the  airport 
prior  to  making  any  other  turns. 

Weather  permitting,  the  proposed 
procedure  would  have  aircraft  departing 
Runway  9L  to  continue  on  a  track  of  090 
degrees  until  reaching  an  altitude  of 
5000  feet  AMSL  or  5  miles  from  the 
airport  prior  to  making  any  turns. 
ALTERNATIVES  UNDER  CONSIDERATION 
INCLUDE: 

1.  Take  no  action  (remain  on 
established  departure  procedure  of  106 
degrees). 

2.  Depart  to  the  east  off  of  Runway  9L 
on  a  track  of  150  degrees. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia  on  June  29. 
1961. 

Stephen  A  Brill, 

Acting  Chief,  Airports  Division,  Federal 
A  riation  Administration,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-107or  Piled  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 
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[Summary  Notice  No.  PE-81-17] 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Received  and 
Dispositions  of  Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemption  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA's 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  from 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Chapter  I) 
and  of  dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  improve  the  public’s 
awareness  of,  and  participation  in,  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Neither  publication  of  this  notice  nor  the 
inclusion  or  omission  of  information  in 
the  summary  is  intended  to  affect  the 
legal  status  of  any  petition  or  its  final 
disposition. 

DATE:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 


involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  July  22. 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204). 

Petition  Docket  No. - ,  800 

Independence  Avenue,  SW„ 
Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

The  petition,  any  comments  received 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-204),  Room  916,  , 

FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  10A). 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  $  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  June  22. 
1981. 

Edward  P.  Faberman, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division. 


Petitions  for  Exemption 


Doota* 

No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Deonpoon  of  relief  sought 

21732 

1*.  Charles  Wetter . . 

14  CFR  §  66.104(a)(2) . . . 

To  permit  petitioner  to  become  etgble  for  a  reparman  CSrVteale  (ante 
mental  aircraft  bidder)  without  meeting  the  ful  requirement  of  te  FAR 

21774 

Fiona* . . . . . . . . . . . 

14  CFR  Parts  21  &  91 . . . . 

To  permit  petitioner  to  operate  a  U.S.-regislerBd  DC-10-30  uaing  an  FAA- 
approved  master  minimum  equipment  Hat  and  to  maintain  the  aonft 
under  a  continuous  airworthiness  maintenance  program. 

21717 

Dade  Helicopter  Service,  Inc. . . . . . 

.  14  CFR  §§  145.47(a)  &  145.49(a) . 

To  permit  petitioner  to  qualify  for  a  repair  station  certificate  without  mooing 
the  equipment  and  material  requirements  of  the  FAR 

21786 

Aimarfc  Corporation... _ ™ _ _ _ . 

.  14  CFR  §1 35.261  (aK2) . 

To  permit  petitioner  to  assign  flight  crewmembers  and  permit  a  fghluaw 
consisting  of  two  pilots  to  accept  an  assignment  lor  duly  dwrng 
time  when  the  total  flight  lime  of  that  fltyit  exceeds  10  hours  during  aw 

24  consecutive  hours. 

21706 

Afcmork  Coporatfon . . 

-  14  CFR  }  135.89(b)(3) . 

To  permit  petitioner  to  operate  at  attitudes  up  to  and  including  flight  level 
(FL)  410  without  at  least  one  piot  at  the  controls  wearing  a  secured  and 
sealed  oxygen  mask  that  either  supplies  oxygen  at  afl  limes  or  automsd 
cally  supples  oxygen  whenever  the  cabin  pressure  aMude  exceoda 

12.000  feet 

21799 

Cessna  Aircraft . . . 

.  14  CFR  §  25.1305(d)(3) . 

To  permit  type  certification  of  the  Cessna  Model  650  Twin  Ttstoofan 

Airplane  without  meeting  the  Rotor  System  Unbalance  Indicator  reqww- 
ment. 

21677 

Rotor-Aids.  Inc. . . . . . — _ ...... _ _ 

.  14  CFR  §135  261(b) . 

To  permit  petitioner  tc  operate  a  helicopter  in  emergency  situations  wdhout 
meeting  the  rest  period  requirement. 

18856 

Hefioopter  Association  International . . . . 

.  14  CFR  §§  135.99.  .159, .173.  .181.  S  .223 _ 

To  extend  Exemption  No.  2695  which  permits  petitioner's  member  opera- 
tors  to  operate  without  performing  certain  aircraft  morifications.  hiring 
additional  required  pilots,  and  without  complying  wrih  certain  performance, 
operational  and  maintenance  requirements. 

21780 

Civil  Air  Patrol . . . 

..  14  CFR  §61.118 . . 

To  permit  petitioner's  member  pilots  to  be  reinteised  for  fust,  oi.  and 
maintenance  wh*e  serving  on  official  CAP  missions. 

21804 

ERA  Helicopters,  Inc. . . . . . . . . 

-  14  CFR  §  43.3(h) . . . 

To  permit  petitioner's  appropriately  certificated  and  trained  plots  to  remove, 
check,  and  revmtal  the  magnetic  chip  detector  plugs  on  Vie  Bel  Modal 

412,  212,  206.  206  and  Aerospatiale  Model  350  helcopters 

21815 

Air  Logistics . . 

„  14  CFR  §§  43.3  and  43.7 _ 

To  perm*  persons  certificated  by  a  foreign  country  to  perform  maintenance 
and  approve  for  return  to  service  following  maintenance.  US.-rogatorcd 
aircraft,  when  operated  in  teat  foreign  country 

20090 

Sierra  Academy  of  Aeronautics .  .  .. 

_  14  CFR  §§61 .63(d)(2)  and  (3)  and 
61.57(d(1). 

Amendment  to  Exemption  No.  2963A  to  indude  students  enrolted  m  Vie  B- 
707,  B-747,  DC-8,  DC-9.  DC-10,  Lockheed  L1011,  Lockheed  Hercules, 
and  BAC  1-11  training  courses  in  addMon  to  the  B-727  and  B-737 
courses  presently  included  in  the  exemption.  The  present  exemption 
allows  its  trainees  to  complete  a  practical  test  lor  the  issuance  of  a  type 
rating  to  be  added  to  any  grade  of  pitot  certificate  that  includes  Vie  items 
and  procedures  lor  testing  in  an  airplane  simulator  as  set  forth  in 

Appendix  A  of  Part  61  although  SAA  does  not  have  an  operas.^ 
certificate  issued  under  Part  21. 
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Dispositions  of  Petitions  for  Exemption 


Docket 

No. 


Petitioner 


Regulations  affected 


Description  of  relief  sought;  disposition 


21289 

21797 

21609 

21420 

21267 

21688 

19826 

21635 

21245 

21350 

21364 

21345 

21670 


National  Soarinq  Foundation  &  Hobbs  Soaring  Society .  14  CFR  §§61.3  and  91.27 - To  allow  foreign  glider  pilots  and  foreign-buiN  gliders  to  participate  in  the 

12th  National  Standard  Class  Soaring  Championships  without  complying 
with  the  airmen  and  airworthiness  certification  requirements.  Granted  6/ 
15/81. 

Provincetown-Boston  Airlines,  Inc _ 14  CFR  §61.31 - To  allow  petitioner's  pilots  to  operate  Bandeiraute  EMB  110P1/P2  aircraft 

which  meet  SFAR  41  requirements  without  possessing  the  appropriate 
type  rating  for  that  aircraft.  Granted  6/15/81. 

Ransome  Airlines _  _ 14  CFR  §21.197 _ To  permit  the  aircraft  operated  by  petitioner  under  Pari  135  to  be 

maintained  under  an  approved  continuous  airworthiness  maintenance 
program.  Granted  6/15/81. 

Merle  Norman  Cosmestics  Aviation,  Inc . 14  CFR  §  135.261 - To  allow  petitioner's  pilots  to  operate  in  the  Gulfstream  II  aircraft  on  Trans¬ 

pacific  flights  when  the  specified  flight  and  duty  time  limits  may  be 

~  exceeded.  Denied  6/12/81. 


Navajo  Aviation _ _ _ _  14  CFR  §§  141.35(b)(4),  141.35(c)(5)(i)  and  To  allow  Mr.  Torrance  to  be  designated  the  assistant  chief  flight  instructor 

141.35(dH4M»).  lot  private,  commercial,  instrument,  multi-engine,  and  airiine  transport  pilot 

courses  of  training  conducted  in  airplanes  without  meeting  the  specified 
requirements.  Denied  6/11/81. 

Pinehurst  Airiines  Inc  _ _  14  CFR  §121.291 _ To  allow  petitioner  to  introduce  Nihon  VS  11  aircraft  into  initial  passenger 

sendee  without  first  conducting  the  emergency  evacuation  demonstration 
with  56  passengers.  Granted  6/12/81. 

Lone  Star  Helicopters  Inc. _ - .  14  CFR  §  1 35.261  (b)a - - - To  permit  petitioner  and  its  pilots  to  provide  emergency  helicopter  operative 

sen/ice  without  complying  with  the  10-hour  pilot  crew-rest  requirements 
but  subject  to  certain  conditions.  Granted  6/11/81. 

Airborne  Express  . - .  14  CFR  §  91 .307 _ To  allow  operation  in  the  United  States  under  a  service  to  small  communi¬ 

ties  exemption  specified  two-engine  airplanes  identified  by  registration 
and  serial  number,  that  have  not  been  shown  to  comply  with  the 
applicable  operating  noise  limits  as  follows:  Until  not  later  than  January  1, 
1985— 4— DC-9-32;  3— SE-210-6R.  Granted  5/7/81. 

New  York  Air _ 14  CFR  §  91.307 _ To  allow  operation  in  the  United  States  under  a  service  to  small  communi¬ 

ties  exemption  specified  two-engine  airplanes  identified  by  registration 
and  serial  number,  that  have  not  been  shown  to  comply  with  the 
applicable  operating  noise  Imits  aa  follows:  Until  not  later  than  January  1, 
1985— 5— DC-9-31;  5— DC-9-32.  Granted  5/7/81. 

The  Coastal  Corporation _ _ _  14  CFR  §  61.58(c) . - . . To  allow  accomplishment  of  the  entire  24-month  pilot-in-command  proficien¬ 

cy  check  in  an  FAA-approved  simulator.  Granted  6/10/81. 

Southwest  Flight  Crew  Association _  14  CFR  §61 .39(b) - To  exempt  petitioner’s  members  from  the  continuous  employment  provi¬ 

sions  of  Section  61.39(b).  Withdrawn  6/15/81. 

Fairchild  Swearingen  Corporation _ 14  CFR  SFAR  41  §5(c)(a) _ To  allow  the  SA226/SA227  series  of  airplanes  to  use  a  1.3VS  gliding 

approach  for  the  determination  of  landing  distance  requirements.  Granted 
-  6/17/81. 

Sierra  Academy  of  Aeronautics . .  14  CFR  §§  141.33(a)(3)  &  (b),  To  allow  petitioner  to  use  instructors  in  its  transport  category  aircraft 

141.35(a)(1)<ii),  and  141.79(a)  &  (d).  training  courses  who  do  not  hold  flight  instructor  certificates  provided 

they  are  currently  employed  as  simulator  or  flight  instructors  with  a  Part 
121  air  carrier  or,  in  the  case  of  simulator  instructors  not  so  employed, 
meet  certain  minimum  experience  standards.  Withdrawn  6/16/81. 


|FR  Doc.  81-19121  Piled  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-14 


Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA);  Executive 
Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  RTCA 
Executive  Committee  to  be  held  on  July 
17, 1981  in  RTCA  Conference  Room  267, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Approval  of  Minutes  of 
Meeting  Held  on  May  8, 1981;  (2)  Special 
Committee  Activities  Report  for  May- 
June,  1981;  (3)  Chairman’s  Report  on 
RTCA  Administration  and  Management; 
(4)  Consideration  of  Establishing  New 
Special  Committees;  (5)  Approval  of 
Special  Committee  139  Report  on 
Minimum  Operational  Performance 
Standards  for  Microwave  Landing 


System  (MLS)  Airborne  Equipment;  (6) 
Discussion  on  Planning  for  Future 
Annual  Assembly  Meetings;  and  (7) 
Other  Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  )une  17, 

1981. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 

Designated  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19122  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Notice  No.  81-5] 

-  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act;  Review  of 
Regulations;  Federal  Railroad 
Administration 

Note. — This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Tuesday,  June  30, 
1981.  It  is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet 
requirements  for  publication  on  the  Monday/ 
Thursday  schedule  assigned  to  the 
Department  of  Transportation. 

agency:  Department  of  Transportation 
(DOT),  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
action:  Notice  of  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  Review  Plans. 


summary:  An  important  provision  of  the 
recently  enacted  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  (Pub.  L.  96-354)  requires  each 
agency  to  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register,  by  June  30, 1981,  a  10-year  plan 
for  the  review  of  the  agency’s  rules  that 
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have  or  will  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  (small  businesses,  organizations 
and  governments).  In  yesterday’s  edition 
of  the  Federal  Register,  the  Department 
published  Notice  81-3  containing  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA)  Review 
Plans  for  each  of  the  Department's 
operating  administrations  except  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration.  This 
notice  publishes  the  required  review 
plans  for  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration.  Notice  81-3  should  also 
be  reviewed  for  further  information  on 
this  subject. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Samuel  Podberesky,  Office  of 
Regulation  and  Enforcement  C-50, 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Telephone  (202) 
426-4723. 

(49  U.S.C.  1951  et  seq,  5  U.o.C.  §  610) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  26, 

1961. 

Rosalind  A.  Knapp, 

Deputy  General  Counsel. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

The  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
(FRA)  regulations  are  codified  in  Parts 
200  through  268  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  The  following  is  a 
plan  for  the  FRA  Review  of  those 
regulations: 

1981 

As  the  first  step  in  this  review 
process,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (NPRM)  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  to  establish  the 
criteria  for  review  as  authorized  in  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  The  NPRM 
will  be  published  during  1981  and  will 
contain  the  following  proposed  criteria: 
“significant  economic  impact’’  means  a 
cost  to  a  single  entity  of  in  excess  of 
$10,000  in  any  one  year  or  $20,000  in 
any  two  years, — “substantial  number” 
means  that  in  excess  of  15  entities 
would  be  affected,  and — “small 
entity”  means: 

(1)  a  local  governmental  organization 
with  a  jurisdictional  population  of  less 
than  50,000  people,  and 

(2)  a  small  business  that  is 
independently  owned  and  operated;  is 
not  dominant  in  its  field  of  operation: 
and  has  gross  revenues  that  do  not 
exceed  $1,500,000  annually. 

The  NPRM  would  provide  for  a  60  day 
comment  period.  Following  review  of 
any  public  comments,  FRA  would  issue 
a  final  rule  in  October.  The  adopted 
criteria  would  then  be  used  as  bench* 
marks  in  a  subsequent  general  public 
inquiry  and  for  assisting  in  analyzing  the 
small  business  impact  of  future  FRA 
rules.  That  inquiry  would  be  initiated  in 


November  1981  to  obtain  data  on 
identifiable  impacts  on  small  entities  of 
the  existing  FRA  regulations. 

1982 

Once  the  data  is  available,  FRA 
would  either  initiate  a  single  proceeding 
or  several  proceedings  to  make  the 
necessary  regulatory  revisions.  FRA 
anticipates  being  able  to  complete  the 
review  and  revision  process  in  1982.  If 
necessary,  this  schedule  would  be 
extended  without  infringing  on  the  10 
year  statutory  deadline  established  by 
the  Act. 

ADDRESS  INQUIRIES  OR  COMMENTS  TO: 

Federal  Railroad  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19097  Filed  8-29-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-62-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

Fair  Housing  Lending  Enforcement; 
Public  Meeting 

agency:  Comptroller  of  the  Currency/ 
Treasury. 

action:  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

summary:  Settlement  of  National  Urban 
League,  et  al.,  v.  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  et  al.,  (Civil 
Action  No.  76-0718)  provides  that  a 
semi-annual  meeting  will  be  held  to 
review  the  fair  housing  lending 
enforcement  program  of  the  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency.  Members 
of  the  public  are  invited  to  attend  this 
meeting. 

DATE:  July  14. 1981,  2:00  p.m. 
address:  490  L'Enfant  Plaza,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20219.  Individuals 
who  plan  to  attend  this  meeting  should 
be  present  at  the  3rd  Floor  Conference 
Room  “B”  prior  to  2:00  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michelle  C.  White,  Special  Assistant  for 
Civil  Rights,  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency,  Washington,  D.C.  20219, 
phone  202/287-4263. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Settlement  of  National  Urban  League,  et 
al.,  v.  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  et  al.,  (Civil  Action  No.  76- 
0718)  provides  that  a  semi-annual 
meeting  will  be  held  to  review  the  fair 
housing  lending  enforcement  program  of 
the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency.  Representatives  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  will  discuss 
their  fair  housing  program  and  any 
changes  made  or  proposed  therein  and 
will  receive  and  consider  suggestions 
from  the  National  Urban  League. 
Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 


attend  this  meeting  and  will  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  make  comments  and 
suggestions  with  respect  to  the 
enforcement  program  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency. 

Dated:  June  28, 1981. 

)o  Ann  S.  Barefoot, 

Deputy  Comptroller  for  Customer  and 
Community  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19477  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4810-33-M 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Debt  Management  Advisory 
Committee;  Renewal  Notice 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.  App.  L  Supp.  Ill),  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  approved 
continuation  of  the  following  industry 
committee  as  an  advisory  committee: 

Title:  (1)  U.S.  Government  and 
Federal  Agencies  Securities  Committee 
of  the  Public  Securities  Association. 

Purpose:  The  committee  is  utilized  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his 
staff  for  advice  in  carrying  out  Federal 
financing  and  public  debt  management 
policies.  It  considers  commercial  and 
financial  conditions,  advises  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his  staff 
and  makes  reports  and 
recommendations. 

Statement  of  the  Public  Interest-  The 
membership  of  this  committee 
represents  a  cross  section  of  the 
financial  community.  The  members  are 
familiar  with  commercial  and  financial 
conditions  and  day-to-day  market 
factors  relevant  to  Treasury  debt 
management  operations.  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  insure  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his  staff 
have  this  supplemental  information  in 
order  to  effectively  carry  out  debt 
management  operations  and  thereby 
minimize  the  cost  of  Federal  financing. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will 
expire  two  years  from  the  date  new 
charters  are  signed  by  the  designated 
Treasury  official  and  filed  with  the 
appropriate  Committees  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Roger  W.  Mehle, 

Assistant  Secretary  (Domestic  Finance f. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19483  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Supplement  to  Department  Circular;  PubRc 
Debt  Series— No.  19-81] 

Bonds  of  2001;  Interest  Rate 

June  28. 1981. 

The  Secretary  announced  on  June  25. 
1981,  that  the  interest  rate  on  the  bonds 
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designated  Bonds  of  2001,  described  in 
Department  Circular — Public  Debt 
Series — No.  19-81,  dated  June  18, 1981, 
will  be  13%  percent.  Interest  on  the 
bonds  will  be  payable  at  the  rate  of  13% 
percent  per  annum. 

Paul  H.  Taylor, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

Treasury  Bonds — Treasury  Announces 
Interest  Rate  on  Bonds  of  2001 

Supplementary  Statement 

The  announcement  set  forth  above 
does  not  meet  the  Department’s  criteria 
for  significant  regulations  and, 
accordingly,  may  be  published  without 
compliance  with  the  departmental 
procedures  applicable  to  such 
regulations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19389  Filed  7-1-81;  8:45  am| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act”  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  July  6. 1961. 

PLACE:  Room  1027, 1825.  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

subject: 

1.  Ratification  of  items  adopted  by 
notation. 

2.  Docket  33283,  Pan  American — 
Acquisition  of  Control  of  and  Merger  with 
National  Airlines,  Petition  of  Robert  Wallace 
for  an  order  directing  Pan  Am  to  arbitrate  his 
eligibility  for  certain  benefits  under  the  labor 
protective  provisions.  (Memo  385-C,  OGC, 
BCCP) 

3.  Docket  38810 — In  the  matter  of 
Discrimination  and  Interference  with  Routes 
and  Services  by  Broome  County  Airport. 
Motion  for  review  of  the  Director,  BCCFs 
dismissal  of  third-party  complaint.  (OGC) 

4.  Docket  33712,  Tiger  International- 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Acquisition 
Case,  Petition  of  Lloyd  S.  Gastwirth  for  order 
directing  arbitration  of  LPP  dispute.  (Memo 
627,  OGC) 

5.  Docket  33712,  Tiger  International- 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Acquisition 
Case,  Petition  of  William  Barniea,  et  al.  for 
order  directing  arbitration  of  LPP  disputes. 
(Memo  619,  OGC) 

6.  Dockets  26368,  et  al.,  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  Enforcement  Proceeding,  Eastern  motion 
to  relieve  it  of  affirmative  Part  252  duties 
imposed  by  Order  79-11-4.  (Memo  620,  OGC) 

7.  Draft  NPRM  to  allow  carriers  to  charge 
the  sum  of  the  fares  for  segments  on  a  route 
between  two  points  instead  of  the  through 
fare,  when  the  sum  of  the  segments  is  less. 
(Memo  629,  OGC,  BIA,  BDA) 

8.  Docket  EAS-763,  Appeal  of  the 
determination  of  eligibility  of  Sedalia, 
Missouri,  for  inclusion  in  the  essential  air 


service  program  under  section  419(b)  of  the 
Act.  (Memo  628,  OGC,  OCCR.  BDA) 

9.  Docket  EAS-645  and  37703,  Essential  Air 
Service  Determination  for  Aguadilla,  Puerto 
Rico  and  Carrier  Selection  for  Aguadilla. 

(BDA.  OCCR.  OGC) 

10.  Docket  38153,  Sun  International's 
petition  for  immediate  payment  of  subsidy  for 
losses  incurred  in  providing  essential  air 
service  at  Aguadilla,  Puerto  Rico.  (BDA, 

OGC,  OCCR.  BCAA) 

11.  Commuter  carrier  fitness  determination 
of  Crown  Airways,  Inc.  (BDA) 

12.  Commuter  carrier  fitness  determination 
of  Rocky  Mountain  Airways,  Inc.  (BDA) 

13.  Dockets  37109  and  39270,  Excess 
baggage  allowance  tariffs  in  U.S.-Caribbean 
markets — Petition  for  Reconsideration  of 
Order  81-4-23  by  original  complainant 
Donald  L  Pevsner  (Memo  413-A,  BDA) 

14.  Docket  37392,  Priority  and  Nonpriority 
Domestic  Service  Mail  Rates  Investigation. 
(BDA) 

15.  Docket  39587,  Application  of  WestAir 
Jet  Inc.  for  issuance  of  an  initial  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  (Memo 
567-B,  BDA) 

16.  Dockets  38795  and  39489,  Air  Florida, 
Inc. — Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  Order 
81-4-158  to  the  extent  that  it  denied  Air 
Florida's  request  for  an  exemption  from 
section  419.  (BDA) 

17.  Dockets  37784,  37779,  3778a  37881, 

37702  and  37799 — Petitions  for 
reconsideration  of  Order  81-3-21  filed  by  Air 
France,  Lufthansa,  JAL,  KLM,  SABENA,  and 
SAS.  (BIA.  OGC) 

18.  Docket  38285 — Application  of 
Aeroservicios  Ecuatorianos,  C.A.  (AECA)  for 
an  initial  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to  engage 
in:  (1)  non-scheduled  air  service  of  property 
only  between  Guayaquil  and/or  Quito, 
Ecuador  and  the  coterminal  points  Miami  and 
Houston:  and  (2)  charter  air  service  of 
property.  (Memo  625,  BIA,  OGC,  BALJ) 

.  19.  Docket  39325 — Application  of  World 
Airways  for  scheduled  combination  authority 
to  Manila.  Republic  of  the  Philippines.  (Memo 
626,  BIA,  OGC,  BALJ) 

20.  Docket  32660,  IATA  agreements 
proposing  major  revisions  in  the  IATA  fare 
construction  rules  for  international  passenger 
services.  (Memo  559,  BIA,  BDA,  OGC) 

status:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary,  (202J  673-5068. 

(S-1028-S1  Filed  6-30-61;  3:11  pm] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  Addition  and  Closure  of  Item 
to  the  June  25, 1981  Meeting  Agenda. 

TIME  ANO  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  June  25, 1981. 


PLACE:  Room  1027  (open),  room  1012 
(closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue. 

N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
subject:  18.  Expiration  of  Jugoslovenski 
Aerotransport's  exemption  authority  to 
operate  two  Yugoslavia-Chicago 
scheduled  round-trip  flights  per  week. 
(BIA) 

STATUS:  Open  (items  1-16):  Closed 
(items  17, 18). 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

[S-1029-81  Filed  6-30-81;  3:12  pm] 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
July  2, 1981. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 
status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Judicial 

Session. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-1024-61  Filed  6-29-81: 4:32  pm) 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

time  ANO  DATE:  11  a.m.,  Friday,  July  10, 
1981. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 
status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance  Briefing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-1023-81  Filed  6-29-61;  4:32  pm] 

BILUNG  COOE  63S1-61-M 
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EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

time  AND  date:  2  p.m.  (eastern  time), 
Tuesday,  June  30, 1981. 
place:  Commission  Conference  Room. 
5240,  Fifth  floor,  Columbia  Plaza  Office 
Building,  2401  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

STATUS:  Closed  to  the  public. 
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MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  “OFCCP’s 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  on  its 
Affirmative  Action  Regulations” 

A  majority  of  the  entire  membership 
of  the  Commission  determined  by 
recorded  vote  that  the  business  of  the 
Commission  required  this  meeting  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  was 
possible. 

In  favor  of  meeting: 

J.  Clay  Smith,  Jr.,  Acting  Chairman. 

Daniel  E.  Leach,  Vice  Chairman. 

Armando  M.  Rodriguez,  Commissioner. 

Opposed:  None. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Treva  I.  McCall, 

Executive  Officer,  Executive  Secretariat, 
at  (202)  634-6748. 

This  Notice  issued:  June  29, 1981. 

|S-1 022-81  Filed  6-29-81;  4:16  pm| 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  "Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  closed 
meeting  held  at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday, 
June  29, 1981,  the  Corporation’s  Board  of 
Directors  determined,  on  motion  of 
Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded 
by  Director  Charles  E.  Lord  (Acting 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency),  concurred 
in  by  Director  William  M.  Isaac 
(Appointive),  that  Corporation  business 
required  the  withdrawal  from  the 
agenda  for  consideration  at  the  meeting, 


on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public,  of  the  application  of  Banco  Safra 
S.A.,  Sao  Paulo,  Brazil,  for  Federal 
deposit  insurance  of  deposits  received 
at  and  recorded  for  the  account  of  its 
branch  located  at  1114  Avenue  of  the 
Americas,  New  York,  New  York. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  Corporation 
business  required  the  addition  to  the 
agenda  for  consideration  at  the  meeting, 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public,  of  the  following  matter: 

Recommendation  regarding  the  liquidation  of 
a  bank’s  assets  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  in  its  capacity  as  receiver, 
liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent  of  those 
assets: 

Memorandum  and  Resolution  re:  Bank  of 
Lake  Helen,  Lake  Helen,  Florida. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  the  changes  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matter  added  to  the 
agenda  in  a  meeting  open  to  public 
observation;  and  that  the  matter  added 
to  the  agenda  could  be  considered  in  a 
closed  meeting  by  authority  of 
subsections  (c)(9)(B)  and  (c)(10)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(9)(B)  and  (c)(10)). 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

1S-1026-81  Filed  6-30-81;  11:09  am) 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

June  29, 1981. 

time  AND  DATE:  9  a.m.  to  12  noon,  July  7 
and  8, 1981. 

PLACE:  Room  9306,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Pipeline 
and  Electric  Rulemaking  Seminar. 
CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary;  Telephone  (202)  357-8400. 

|  S-l 025-81  Filed  6-30-81;  10:04  am| 
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FEDERAL  MINE  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
REVIEW  COMMISSION. 

June  24, 1981. 

time  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
July  1, 1981. 

PLACE:  Room  600, 1730  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  The  - 

Commission  will  consider  and  act  upon 
the  following: 

1.  Secretary  of  Labor  on  behalf  of  Michael 
Dunmire,  and  James  Estle  v.  Northern  Coal 
Co.,  Docket  Nos.  WEST  80-313-D  and  WEST 
80-367-D.  (Petitions  for  Discretionary 
Review.) 

2.  Consideration  of  possible  amendments 
to  Commission  Rule  44,  29  CFR  §  2700.44. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jean  Ellen,  202-653-5632. 

|S-1027-81  Piled  6-30-81;  1:11  pm) 
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